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REGIONAL PARTNERSHIP

The City of Allentown is a federal entitlement community under the U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development's (HUD) Community Development Block Grant
(CDBG), HOME Partnerships (HOME), Emergency Solutions Grants (ESG), and Housing
Opportunities for Persons With AIDS (HOPWA) programs and is required to affirmatively
further fair housing under Section 808 of the Fair Housing Act. To affirmatively further fair
housing, the City must conduct an analysis to identify impediments to fair housing choice
within the jurisdiction and take appropriate actions to overcome the effects of any
impediments identified through the analysis.

The cities of Allentown, Bethlehem, and Easton, in partnership with Northampton County,
are preparing a joint Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housig Choice. The partnership is
recognized as the Bethlehem, Easton, Allentown, Northdihpton (‘BEAN”) Fair Housing
Partnership. An Analysis of Impediments is a planni#g ®@cument that examines any
public or private actions that have the effect of restri pchoice, or the availability
of housing, based on an individual’s race, color, pility, familial status, or

national origin.

The BEAN Fair Housing Partnership ingl sentatives from three (3) federal
entittement communities and three (3) WColggubli

Lehigh Valley to identify the |mped|ments
address the |mped|ments Each g use the Al document to create their own

Kther fair housing.

City of Bethlehem
City of Easton
Easton Housing Authority

The City of Allentown last participated in a Regional Analysis to Impediments (RAI) in
December of 2014 in coordination with Lehigh County and the Cities of Allentown,
Bethlehem, and Easton. The Al was a regional analysis that examined a number of factors
that affected housing opportunities and housing choices from the larger community
perspective and how the area as a whole could collaborate on addressing barriers to fair
housing choice. The majority of the past participants chose to continue the regional
approach and collaborated on this Al to work together on fair housing planning, as well
as improving the regional fair housing infrastructure to address fair housing issues that
extend beyond jurisdictional boundaries. Lehigh County prepared its own Analysis of
Impediments to Fair Housing Choice; which was completed in 2019.
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The Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice fits into a larger collaborative effort
between the participants to work jointly on comprehensive planning efforts. Through
partnerships, the City can best achieve its housing, community and economic
development goals.

Fair housing is a right. The City is committed to promoting housing choice which entails
increasing free and equal access to residential housing throughout the Lehigh Valley. The
City will direct federal funds to address impediments to housing choice that inhibits an
individual’s pursuit of personal, educational, and employment goals. If you have any
questions or comments, please send them to the City’s Fair Housing Designated Officer:

Maria Quigney

HUD Grants Manager

Community and Economic Development

City of Allentown

435 Hamilton Street .
Allentown, PA 18101,

(610) 437-7761
Maria.Quigney@allentownpa.qov

?\
&
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Executive Summary

Northampton County, the City of Allentown, and the City of Bethlehem are entitlement
communities under the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development’s (HUD)
Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG). In accordance with the Housing
and Community Development Act of 1974, as amended, each entitlement community
must “affirmatively further fair housing.” In order to demonstrate that an entitlement
community is “affirmatively furthering fair housing,” each community must conduct a Fair
Housing Analysis which identifies any impediments to fair housing choice and what steps
it will take to address those impediments. HUD advises communities that the Analysis of
Impediments to Fair Housing Choice should address the Fair Housing Act, Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964, Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, Section 109 of Title
| of the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, Title Il of the Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990, Architectural Barriers Act of 1968, Discrimination Act of 1975,
Title 1X of the Education Amendments Act of 1972, E tive Order 11063, Executive
Order 11246, Executive Order 12892, Executive Or , Executive Order 13166,
and Executive Order 13217.

ffice advises federal entitlement
s (Al) to Fair Housing Choice to
en every five (5) years thereafter.

The HUD Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity
communities to update their Analysis of impe
coincide with their Five Year Consolidatet
In addition, each year the entittement cony of its Annual Action Plan, must
sign certifications that the jurisdictions wi further fair housing. This means
that the entitlement communities Qe AnaIyS|s of Impediments to Fair Housing

Choice (Al), take appropriatgha ; ercome the effects of any impediments
identified through the Al, ar@ ’ gcos reflecting what analysis and corrective

actions were taken.

During FY 2018, _
requalified for entit/Sigent statuflas £ oot Baistown
an urban county for FYS 21. WO e @ :
irty_ Water — Bradheadsville Hon Lot}

eight (38) mummpalltles which ... e =

includes two (2) cities, nineteen (19) & T A Y
boroughs, and seventeen (17) = el o]
townships. All jurisdictions are o)
members of the wurban county @ ey @ b i
entitlement program except for the @ ®

City of Bethlehem, which is a . Nerdarion copisy | Smwle f
federal CDBG, HOME and ESG O @ °_ M
entitlement community. The City of Bty X

Bethlehem is located in Lehigh and Fogpuhté A"_e""’"“ fres 7l o g
Northampton Counties. The City of & @ g R

Easton, a previous federal CDBG - Niaclngie £da 8 &) | Ferggown oy
entittement  community, and & E

kingwood

Northampton County entered into a
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cooperation agreement on 8/16/2018 that recognized the City’s decision to opt in as an
urban county participant. As such, the Consolidated Plan and Al is the responsibility of
Northampton County and covers both entities. The City of Allentown is located in Lehigh
County and is a federal CDBG, HOME, ESG, and HOPWA entitlement community.

Northampton County, Lehigh County, the City of Allentown, the City of Bethlehem, and
the City of Easton previously prepared a Regional Analysis of Impediments to Fair
Housing Choice in December 2014. On July 16, 2015, the U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development (HUD) published its final rule on Affirmatively Furthering Fair
Housing. This rule attempted to establish a standardized process for fair housing
planning. On May 23, 2018, due to deficiencies in the requirements, information available,
and public participation HUD announced the withdrawal of the AFFH Rule, eliminating the
AFH Tool, and requiring communities to revert back to the preparation of an Analysis of
Impediments to Fair Housing Choice (Al). This plan was pregared following HUD’s Office
of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity’s Fair Housing Plag#fng Guide. Lehigh County did
not participate in the BEAN partnership and prepared i Analysis of Impediments to
Fair Housing Choice in 2019.

This analysis focuses on the status and interactj ) fundamental conditions within

the Lehigh Valley:
o The sale or rental of dwellings (pukdi
¢ The provision of housing brokerag®
e The provision of financial

& Nthe approval of sites and other building
requirements used in {N§ ess for the construction of publicly assisted

housing;

sifEtive  polgi pncerning community development and housing
#h affect opRortunities of minority households to select housing inside
or outside areaS{@af mingfity concentration; and

e Where there is a@fetermination of unlawful segregation or other housing
discrimination by a court or a finding of noncompliance by HUD regarding assisted
housing in a recipient’s jurisdiction, an analysis of the actions which could be taken
by the recipient to remedy the discriminatory condition, including actions involving
the expenditure of funds made available under 24 CFR Part 570.

The Fair Housing Act was originally passed in 1968 to protect buyers and renters from
discrimination from sellers and landlords by making it unlawful to refuse the sale or rental
of a property to persons included under the category of a protected class. The Fair
Housing Act prohibits discrimination against persons based on their race, color, religion,
sex, national origin, disability, or familial status in the sale, rental, and financing of
housing.
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PROTECTED
CLASSES

_Religion

The methodology employed to un a of Impediments included:

- Review of the egioffal Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing

ces, Comprehensive Plans, Five Year Consolidated
lans, and Consolidated Annual Performance

Review of th&”most recent demographic data for the area from the U.S.
Census, which included general, demographic, housing, economic, social,
and disability characteristics.

- Review of the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (HUD-CHAS) data.

- Review of the residential segregation data.

- Review of financial lending institutions through the Home Mortgage
Disclosure Act (HMDA) database.

- Arreview of the real estate and mortgage practices.
~ Home mortgage foreclosure data.

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 8 of 286
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¢ Interviews & Meetings

- Meetings and interviews were conducted with various City and County
Departments; Housing Authorities; community, social service, and
advocacy agencies, as well as public meetings.

- Follow up phone calls were made when an organization neither returned a
survey nor attended a meeting.

e Analysis of Data

Low- and moderate-income areas were identified and mapped.
~ Concentrations of minority populations were identified and mapped.

- Concentrations of owner-occupied and renter-
identified and mapped.

ccupied housing units were

- Fair housing awareness in the communi valuated.
- Distribution by location of public and asi ing units were analyzed
and mapped.

- The location of CDBG, HOME, E OPWA expenditures throughout
the area were analyzed.

- Five Year Consolidated PI n jectives were reviewed.

e Potential Impediments
- Public sector pg @
- Private sector pofigigh™

ey oGl identified impediments were analyzed.

viewed as impediments were analyzed.

_may
1ay be viewed as impediments were analyzed.

- A public suNg#” was publicized by the various participating jurisdictions,
public meetings were held, and copies of the draft Al were placed on public
display to encourage citizen input.

- The public survey was available at the following  link
https://www.surveymonkey.com/s/BEANAI from May 1, 2019 until July
31, 2019.

e Key Findings

- The population in the Lehigh Valley is growing more rapidly than the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania’s population growth.

- The median age in the urban areas of the Lehigh Valley is younger that the
median age in the County and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.
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- The number of households has been decreasing in the urban areas while
the population is growing and the number of households in the County has
been increasing more rapidly than the population increase.

- The housing stock in the Lehigh Valley is older and in need of rehabilitation.

- There are areas of minority housing concentration that correspond to areas
of lower income concentration.

- There are areas of renter-occupied housing (urban areas) and owner-
occupied housing (non-urban areas) concentration.

- Communication issues exist for Limited English Proficiency (LEP) persons.
- Households incomes have increased at slower rates than housing costs.

- There are restrictive zoning provisions that djg#burage fair housing choice.

- There is a lack of new housing constructi eet housing demand.

Galsq@ d strategies to address each
impediment. The following Impediments are specM@&to the local jurisdictions (excluding
ediment 6):

KNowAetge and understanding concerning the rights
giduals, families, members of the protected classes,
pals, and public officials under the Fair Housing Act

There is a need to imp
and responsibiliticsms
landlords, rea
(FHA).

C's knowledge and awareness of the Fair Housing Act,

Goal: Improve t
ohs, and requirements to affirmatively further fair housing in

related laws, regula
the community.

Strategies: In order to meet this goal, the following actions should be undertaken:

- 1-A: Educate residents of their rights under the Fair Housing Act (FHA) and
the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

- 1-B: Educate realtors, bankers, housing providers, and other real estate
professionals of their responsibilities under the Fair Housing Act (FHA) and
the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

- 1-C: Educate policy makers and municipal staff about the Fair Housing Act
(FHA) and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).
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- 1-D: Support fair housing organizations and legal advocacy groups to assist
persons who may be victims of housing discrimination.

- 1-E: Identify the language and communication needs of LEP persons to
provide the specific language assistance that is required.

* Impediment 2: Need for Affordable Housing

In the Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ Metro Area, over one out of every two
(52.2%) renter households in the area is paying over 30% of their monthly incomes
on housing costs. Nearly, one out of every three (29.5%) owner households with
a mortgage is paying over 30% of their monthly in e on housing costs. The
number of households that are housing cost burddfed significantly increases as
household income decreases.

sing that is affordable
ehabilitation of various types of
lower income households.

Goal: Increase the supply of decent, saf
and accessible through the new constr
housing, especially housing that is affor
Strategies: In order to meet this g actions should be undertaken:
-~ 2-A: Support and g

providers to creaié,

income housi

Ivate developers and non-profit housing
truction or rehabilitation, affordable mixed-

- 2-B: Suppgtrigs gourage the rehabilitation of existing renter-occupied
gd Qusing units in the area for households below 80%

LgMOmebuyer education, training programs, and closing
cost/down pa¥ment assistance to increase the number of owner-occupied

housing units.

- 2-D: Support tenant education and maintenance training programs to
encourage and support healthy rental housing units.

- 2-E: Create a landlord marketing program to encourage lower income rental
housing participation.

- 2-F: Provide federal, state and local funding in response to HMDA data
discrimination patterns to support higher loan to value ratios for minority
homebuyers.
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- 2-G: Participate in the regional housing database of decent, safe, and
sanitary housing that is affordable and accessible for households below
80% AMI.

- 2-H: Create affirmative marketing procedures that include the development
of community networks to attract protected classes that are least likely to
apply for new affordable housing opportunities.

e Impediment 3: Need for Accessible Housing

There is a lack of accessible housing units in the area as the supply of accessible
housing has not kept pace with the demand ofgmdividuals desiring to live
independently.

Goal: Increase the supply of accessible h

h new construction and
rehabilitation of accessible housing for pe '

iies.
Strategies: In order to meet this goal, th ing actions should be undertaken:
- 3-A: Promote the need fo

and encouraging private deW@loperS s
or rehabilitate housipgghat i essible to persons with disabilities.

for accessibility improvements to renter-
y 'housing units to enable seniors and persons
with disalgiiilé&to ré@ain in their homes.

_ reasonable accommodations” to their rental properties

SO are accegaibi® to tenants.

- 3-D: Create affirmative marketing procedures that include the development
of community networks to attract persons with disabilities that are least likely
to apply for new affordable housing opportunities.

¢ Impediment 4: Public Policy

The local Zoning Ordinances need additional definitions and provisions concerning
Fair Housing.

Goal: Revise local Zoning Ordinances to promote the development of various
types of affordable housing throughout the area.
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Strategies: In order to meet this goal, the following actions should be undertaken:

- 4-A: Revise local Zoning Ordinances to include the Lehigh Valley Planning
Commission’s model zoning provisions.

- 4-B: Adopt a written Reasonable Accommodation Policy for housing
developers and the Planning/Zoning Commission to follow when
reasonable accommodation requests are made concerning zoning and land
use as it applies to protected classes under the Fair Housing Act.

- 4-C: Develop financial incentives to encourage developers and housing
providers to offer more affordable housing options in the area.

- 4-D: Encourage LMI, minority, and protected gass resident participation in

the various local Boards and Commissions

- 4-E: Specific to the County; the Cou ' ide support, including fair
housing education, to local municip
to encourage fair housing choic

o Impediment 5: Re
There is a need for a reqj
housing in the area.

Goal: Form a regio Ir housing consortium to affirmatively further
fair housing in th

IBet this goal, the following actions should be undertaken:

- 5-A: Form™@elfional fair housing consortium to encourage fair housing
choice througRout the area.

- 5-B: Through the regional fair housing consortium create regional fair
housing activities and projects.

- 5-C: Create a database of decent, safe, and sanitary housing that is
affordable and accessible for households below 80% AMI.

~ §5-D: Work collaboratively with affordable housing developers/providers to
ensure affirmative fair marketing plans and deconcentration policies are
created and implemented.

- 5-E: Support (financially and structurally) the local housing authority to
address, “Impediment 6: Housing Authority Fair Housing.”
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The following Impediment is specific to the local public housing authorities:

¢ Impediment 6: Housing Authority Fair Housing

There is a need to improve the knowledge and implementation of fair housing

rights and responsibilities as it pertains to housing authority activities.

Goal: Improve the housing authorities’ actions to affirmatively further fair housing

in the area.

Strategies: In order to meet this goal, the following actions should be undertaken:

~ 6-A: Provide annual fair housing training to all
and staff.

- 6-B: Provide annual fair housing a
participating in their voucher progr.

- 6-D: Identify the language

provide the specific a

using authority employees
training to all landlords

de available to housing authority
ially reasonable accommodations.

v’ ication needs of LEP persons to
€ istance that is required.

h@using development corporation to develop

decent, safe, ant ary NO®SIng that is affordable and accessible.

iate and modernized existing public housing units.

- 6-G: Paw @local jurisdictions to provide residential rehabilitation

funding for'y pation or interested voucher landlords.

- 6-H: Continue to encourage homeownership opportunities to housing
authority residents through their Family Self-Sufficiency (FSS) programs.

- 6-I: Promote Section 3 Opportunities (jobs and training) to housing authority

residents.

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice
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l. Introduction

HUD defines “fair housing choice” as:

A Fair Housing Analysis consists of the following six (6) conditions:
* The sale or rental of dwellings (public or private);
* The provision of housing brokerage services:

» The provision of financial assistance for dwelli

* Public policies and actions affecting the f sites and other building
requirements used in the approval pr
assisted housing;

* The administrative policies concerni unity development and housing
activities, which affect opportugiti rity households to select housing
inside or outside areas of min&\H ( ion; and

e Where there is a determinatid Wiul segregation or other housing
discrimination by a Rtiing of noncompliance by HUD regarding
assisted housing i |Slisdiction, an analysis of the actions which
could be taken by g Medy the discriminatory condition, including
actions involving the '\ @@enditure of funds made available under 24 CFR Part
570.

munities conducting a fair housing analysis consider
the policies surroW visitability,” the Section 504 Rehabilitation Act, the
Americans with Disab S Act, and the Fair Housing Act. Housing that is “visitable”
has the most basic level of accessibility that enables persons with disabilities to visit
the home of a friend, family member, or neighbor. “Visitable” housing has at least one
accessible means of ingress/egress, and all interior and bathroom doorways have as
a minimum a 32-inch clear opening. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act (24 CFR
Part 8), known as “Section 504" prohibits discrimination against persons with
disabilities in any program receiving Federal funds. The Americans with Disabilities
Act (42 U.S.C. 12131; 47 U.S.C. 155, 201, 218, and 225) (ADA) prohibits
discrimination against persons with disabilities in all programs and activities
sponsored by state and local governments. The Fair Housing Act requires property
owners to make reasonable modifications to units and/or public areas in order to allow
a disabled tenant to make full use of the unit. Additionally, property owners are
required to make reasonable accommodations to rules or procedures to afford a
disabled tenant full use of the unit. In regard to local zoning ordinances, the Fair
Housing Act prohibits local government from making zoning or land use decisions, or

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 15 of 286
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implementing land use policies that exclude or discriminate against persons of a
protected class.

The participating entittement communities previously prepared a Regional Analysis of
Impediments to Fair Housing Choice in 2014. This Analysis of Impediments to Fair
Housing Choice will outline progress that has been made since the previous Analysis
of Impediments, explore the continuation of these impediments where necessary, and
identify any new impediments to fair housing choice. Furthermore, this Analysis of
Impediments will bring the participating entitement communities into sequence with
their FY 2019-2023 Five Year Consolidated Plans. The document is designed to act
as a planning tool, providing the participating entitlement communities with the
necessary framework to strategically reduce any identified impediments to fair housing
choice over the next five (5) years, and continue to make modifications based on
events and activities in the community during this time pgsiod.

In order to affirmatively further fair housing in th igh Valley, the participating
entitlement communities recognized that they eyond their jurisdictional
boundaries and coordinate fair housing with
housing choice is the goal of the Al and th
low-income residents and the members of
the Lehigh Valley.

cted classes to live anywhere in

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 16 of 286
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Il. Background Data

The Lehigh Valley is a Metropolitan Statistical Area containing the eastern
Pennsylvania Counties of Carbon, Lehigh and Northampton and the western New
Jersey County of Warren. The Lehigh Valley is the third most populous Metropolitan
Statistical Area in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the 64th most populated
metropolitan area in the United States. The Lehigh Valley is named for the Lehigh
River, a tributary of the Delaware River, and is designated a Pennsylvania Scenic
River. The traditional bounds of the region are the Pocono Mountains to the north, the
Delaware River to the east, the Berks County/Montgomery County to the southwest,
and Bucks County to the south. The Lehigh Valley is located approximately 60 miles
north of Philadelphia, 80 miles northeast of Harrisburg, and 90 miles west of New York
City. The Lehigh Valley is known historically for its production of steel, Portland
cement and apparel.

The Lehigh Valley's principal cities are Allentown
of Allentown is the largest city on the Lehigh V.
in the southeastern portion of Pennsylvania |
It is Pennsylvania's third most populous ci
States. The City of Bethlehem is the county s
Easton is located west of the Delawam.Ri

of Allentown is located
d is the county seat.
231st largest city in the United
r Northampton County. The City of
orders the State of New Jersey.

For this document, demographic, hous ic, and social data was analyzed,
including statistics from the 2 and U U.S. Census, 2009-2013 and 2013-2017
American Community Su j FiveRear Estimates, 2009-2013 Comprehensive
Housing Affordability S A5 )" Association of Religious Data, U.S.
Kb iopment (HUD), HUD CPD Maps, HUD AFFH
ipation jurisdictions. All data sets used in the analysis
I« data is presented. This data was used to evaluate

pusing characteristics as a basis for determining and
@iliments to fair housing choice.

A. Population, Race, Ethnicity, and Religion:

Population - Allentown

The City of Allentown’s population increased from 106,632 people in 2000 to
118,032 in 2010 (an increase of 10.69%) and increased from 118,032 in 2010
to 120,128 people in 2017 (an increase of 1.78%).

Northampton County’s population increased from 267,000 people in 2000 to
297,735 in 2010 (an increase of 11 -51%) and increased from 297,735 in 2010
to 300,941 people in 2017 (an increase of 1 .08%).

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 17 of 286
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The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania’s population increased from 12,281,054
people in 2000 to 12,612,705 in 2010 (an increase of 2.7%) and increased from
12,612,705 in 2010 to 12,790,505 people in 2017 (an increase of 1 A41%).

Population Change for the City of Allentown

350,000
297,735 300,094
300,000 267,000

250,000

00,000

qgon

Popul

50,000 201
106,632 i _ 120,128

100,000

50,000

0

2000 2017

Northampton County

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

The City o
74,982 in 200Nz
75,240 people irF

'S population increased from 71,329 people in 2000 to
crease of 5.12%) and increased from 74,982 in 2010 to
017 (an increase of 0.34%).

Northampton County’s population increased from 267,000 people in 2000 to
297,735 in 2010 (an increase of 1 1.51%) and increased from 297,735 in 2010
to 300,941 people in 2017 (an increase of 1.08%).

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania’s population increased from 12,281,054
people in 2000 to 12,612,705 in 2010 (an increase of 2.7%) and increased from
12,612,705 in 2010 to 12,790,505 people in 2017 (an increase of 1.41%).
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Population Change for the City of Bethlehem

350,000
207,735 300,094
300,000 267,000
250,000
S
& 200,000
2
L 150,000
100,000 71,329 74,982 75,240
50,000
0
2000 0 2017
ear
=== City of Bethlehem Nog##=mpton County

Source: U.S. Ce Data (2000, 2010 and 2013 - 2017 ACS)

Population — Easton

The City of 0.‘\,_\ 5

reased from 26,263 people in 2000 to

26,800 in 2010 (arfgmcreghe P4%) and increased from 26,800 in 2010 to

27,045 people,i [&n increase of 0.91%).

to 300,941 p8ggle inf?017 (an increase of 1.08%).

poPulation increased from 267,000 people in 2000 to
rease of 11.51%) and increased from 297,735 in 2010

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania’s population increased from 12,281,054
people in 2000 to 12,612,705 in 2010 (an increase of 2.7%) and increased from
12,612,705 in 2010 to 12,790,505 people in 2017 (an increase of 1 41%).

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice
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Population Change for the City of Easton

350,000
297,735 300,094
300,000 267,700
250,000
c
§e]
& 200,000
=
&
a 150,000
100,000
50,000 26,263 26,800 27,045
0
2000 0 2017
ear
== City of Easton = No pton County

Source: U.S. Ce

Race - Allentown

Data (2000, 2010 and 2013 — 2017 ACS)

Latino Population in the City of Allentown

ial composition of the City of Allentown as
din 2017.

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice

118,032 - 120,128
112,119 95.0% 114,618 95.4%
69,061 58.5% 71,112 59.2%
14,812 12.5% 16,914 14.1%
893 0.8% 568 0.5%
2,542 2.2% 2,559 2.1%
55 0.0% 102 0.1%
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24,756

21.0%

23,373

19.5%

50,461

42.8%

60,800

50.6%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

The most common race identified in the City of Allentown in 2010 was White
Alone with 69,061 residents comprising 58.5% of the population. The second
most common race identified in the City of Allentown in 2010 was Some Other
Race Alone with 24,756 residents comprising 21.0% of the population.

The most common race identified in the City of Allentown in 2017 was White
Alone with 71,112 residents comprising 59.2% of the population. The second
most common race identified in the City of Allentown in 2017 was Some Other
Race Alone with 23,373 residents comprising 194" of the population.

It is notable that the percentage of Hispani ino residents increased by
7.8% between 2010 and 2017 (50,46 {#persons, 8% in 2010 to 60,800
persons, 50.6% in 2017).

Race - Bethlehem

The following table highlights

as shown in the 2010 U.S. Cen¢ 17

Race and Hisp

96.6% 71,212 94.6%

57,305 76.4% 59,196 78.7%
5,199 6.9% 5,296 7.0%
0.3% 267 0.4%
2.9% 2,219 2.9%
0.0% 0 0.0%
10.0% 4,234 5.6%

24.4% 21,455 28.5%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS
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The most common race identified in the City of Bethlehem in 2010 was White
Alone with 57,305 residents comprising 76.4% of the population. The second
most common race identified in the City of Bethlehem in 2010 was Some Other
Race Alone with 7,485 residents comprising 10.0% of the population.

The most common race identified in the City of Bethiehem in 2017 was White
Alone with 59,196 residents comprising 78.7% of the population. The second
most common race identified in the City of Bethlehem in 2017 was Black or
African American Alone with 5,296 residents comprising 7.0% of the
population.

It is notable that the percentage of Hispanic or Latino residents increased by

4.1% between 2010 and 2017 (18,268 persons, 24.4% in 2010 to 21,455
persons, 28.5% in 2017).

Race - Easton

The following table highlights the racjg@#’composition Shthe City of Easton as

95.1% 25,125 92.9%
67.2% 18,579 68.7%
16.8% 4,063 15.0%
0.4% 341 1.3%
2.4% 879 3.3%
0.1% 29 0.1%
8.3% 1,234 4.6%
19.9% 5,873 21.7%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

The most common race identified in the City of Easton in 2010 was White Alone
with 17,997 residents comprising 67.2% of the population. The second most
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common race identified in the City of Easton in 2010 was Black or African
American Alone with 4,506 residents comprising 16.8% of the population.

The most common race identified in the City of Easton in 2017 was White Alone
with 18,579 residents comprising 68.7% of the population. The second most
common race identified in the City of Easton in 2017 was Black or African
American Alone with 4,063 residents comprising 15.0% of the population.

It is notable that the percentage of Hispanic or Latino residents increased by

1.8% between 2010 and 2017 (5,331 persons, 19.9% in 2010 to 5,873 persons,
21.7% in 2017).

Race - Northampton

The following table highlights the racial
Northampton as shown in the 2010 U.S. C

300,941 .

291,302 96.8%

786.3% 259,314 86.2%
5.0% 16,204 5.4%
0.2% 1,100 0.4%
2.4% 8,328 2.8%
0.0% 53 0.0%
3.8% 6,303 2.1%
10.5% 37,343 12.4%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

The most common race identified in the County of Northampton in 2010 was
White Alone with 256,895 residents comprising 86.3% of the population. The
second most common race identified in the County of Northampton in 2010
was Black or African American Alone with 14,986 residents comprising 5.0%
of the population.
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The most common race identified in the County of Northampton in 2017 was
White Alone with 259,314 residents comprising 86.2% of the population. The
second most common race identified in the County of Northampton in 2010
was Black or African American Alone with 16,204 residents comprising of 5.4%
of the population.

It is notable that the percentage of Hispanic or Latino residents increased by
1.9% between 2010 and 2017 (31,179 persons, 10.5% in 2010 to 37,343
persons, 12.4% in 2017).

Ethnicity — Allentown

The following table highlights the ethnicities of town residents as of 2010

and 2017.

Ethnicity and Ancestry i

0.0%

20 0.0%
0 0.0%
3,029 2.5%
3,698 3.1%
50 0.0%
8 0.0%
20 0.0%
981 0.8%
0 0.0%
16 0.0%
164 0.1%
224 0.2%
9 0.0%

0 0.0%
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64 0.1% 82 0.1%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
24 0.0% 38 0.0%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
163 0.1% 151 0.1%
338 0.3% 137 0.1%
57 0.0% 38 0.0%
2,721 2.3% 1,452 1.2%
110 0.1% 171 0.1%
4,215 3 2,436 2.0%
0 .0% 10 0.0%
264 3 263 0.2%
15 0. 17 0.0%
1,293 1,057 0.9%
1 0.2% 177 0.1%
17.2% 14,238 11.9%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
573 0.5% 270 0.2%
79 0.1% 88 0.1%
1,829 1.6% 1,073 0.9%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
56 0.0% 76 0.1%
8,860 7.6% 7,652 6.4%
0 0.0% 10 0.0%
7,606 6.5% 5,397 4.5%
0 0.0% 12 0.0%
232 0.2% 323 0.3%
11 0.0% 0 0.0%
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19 0.0% 0 0.0%
0 0.0% 7 0.0%

0 0.0% 0 0.0%
38 0.0% 8 0.0%
141 0.1% 68 0.1%
4,292 3.7% 2,955 2.5%
3,566 3.1% 2,278 1.9%
136 0.1% 193 0.2%
147 0.1% 72 0.1%
919 0.8% 781 0.7%
1 0 76 0.1%
913 8% 43 0.2%
970 0 564 0.5%
24 0. 0 0.0%
13 14 0.0%
1, 1.3% 1,366 1.1%
0.1% 9 0.0%

0 0.0% 0 0.0%

5 0.5% 1,075 0.9%
502 0.4% 257 0.2%
242 0.2% 144 0.1%
53 0.0% 71 0.1%
1,122 1.0% 784 0.7%
1,050 0.9% 821 0.7%
1,333 1.1% 1,736 1.4%
25 0.0% 22 0.0%
56,336 48.4% 72,011 59.9%
8,417 7.2% 11,919 9.9%

Source: 2006-2010 ACS and 2013-2017 ACS
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The most common specific ancestral group identified in the City of Allentown in
2010 was “German” with 20,029 residents comprising 17.2% of the population.
The second most common specific ancestral group identified in the City of
Allentown in 2010 was ‘“Irish” with 8,860 residents comprising 7.6% of the
population.

The most common specific ancestral group identified in the City of Allentown in
2017 was “German” with 14,238 residents comprising 11.9% of the population.
The second most common specific ancestral group identified in the City of
Allentown 2017 was “Irish” with 7,652 residents comprising 6.4% of the
population.

The majority of respondents identified as, “Other Groups” and “Unclassified or
Not Reported.” This classification accounted forg5.6% of the population in
2010 and 69.8% in 2017. The only notaPle change in proportional
representation of the ancestral groups in t of Allentown from 2010 to
2017 was the 5.3% decrease in the pro esidents who identify as
German (20,029 persons, or 17.2% i persons, or 11.9% in
2017).

Ethnicity — Bethlehem

The following table highlights t i€ Bethlehem residents as of 2010
and 2017.

in the City of Bethlehem
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12 0.0% 11 0.0%
14 0.0% 26 0.0%
39 0.1% 192 0.3%
446 0.6% 283 0.4%
10 0.0% 23 0.0%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
147 0.2% 100 0.1%
13 0.0% 0 0.0%
11 0.0% 9 0.0%
75 0.1% 169 0.2%
0 0 0.0%
415 11 0.3%
166 120 0.2%
97 113 0.2%
1,828 1,343 1.8%
1 0.1% 157 0.2%
6.1% 3,922 52%

0.0% 26 0.0%

4 0.7% 472 0.6%
29 0.0% 74 0.1%
1,480 2.0% 1,129 1.5%
86 0.1% 136 0.2%
16,986 22.7% 15,111 20.1%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
657 0.9% 798 1.1%
173 0.2% 9 0.0%
3,458 4.6% 2,079 2.8%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
64 0.1% 65 0.1%
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10,563 14.1% 8,904 11.8%
0 0.0% 44 0.1%
8,252 11.0% 7,438 9.9%
8 0.0% 23 0.0%
430 0.6% 270 0.4%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
16 0.0% 6 0.0%
0 0.0% 11 0.0%
14 0.0% 0 0.0%
0 0.0% 30 0.0%
232 0% 174 0.2%
2,599 3.5% 574 21%
3,725 v 3,363 4.5%
625 0.3 623 0.8%
“ N, 34 0.0%
m 1.4% 773 1.0%
kv 0.0% 85 0.1%
K‘ 5 1.3% 452 0.6%
1,079 1.4% 733 1.0%
43 0.1% 100 0.1%
80 0.1% 56 0.1%
2,574 3.4% 2,032 2.7%
316 0.4% 177 0.2%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
413 0.6% 601 0.8%
556 0.7% 555 0.7%
285 0.4% 208 0.3%
184 0.2% 328 0.4%
864 1.2% 734 1.0%
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1,433 1.9% 996 1.3%
428 0.6% 738 1.0%
63 0.1% 0 0.0%
23,637 31.6% 27,753 36.9%
5,152 6.9% 8,310 11.0%

Source: 2006-2010 ACS and 2013-2017 ACS

The most common specific ancestral group identified in the City of Bethlehem
in 2010 was “German” with 16,986 residents comprising of 22.7% of the
population. The second most common specific ancestral group identified in the
City of Bethlehem in 2010 was “Irish” with 10483 residents comprising of
14.1% of the population.

The most common specific ancestral gr
in 2017 was “German” with 15,111
population. The second most comm
City of Bethlehem 2017 was “Irish” w
of the population.

ancestral group identified in the
4 residents comprising of 11.8%

The majority of respondent
Not Reported.” This i
2010 and 47.9%
representation in Hig
5.0 percentage poin

accounted for 38.5% of the population in
e was not any change in proportional
2m from 2010 to 2017 that was larger than

Ethnici asto

The followirt@iiable highlights the ethnicities of Easton residents as of 2010 and
2017.

Ethnicity and Ancestry in the City of Easton
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165 0.6% 417 1.5%
8 0.0% 12 0.0%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
0 0.0% 14 0.1%

100 0.4% 21 0.3%
9 0.0% 29 0.1%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
0 0.0% 20 0.1%

49 0.2%
0 0.2%
0 0.0%

41 0.1%
0 0 0.0%
0 0. 0 0.0%
17 Vo 5 0.0%

0.0% 0 0.0%
0.8% 106 0.4%
2 0.1% 0 0.0%

1 0.0% 11 0.0%

783 2.9% 446 1.6%
57 0.2% 131 0.5%

1,496 5.6% 1,335 4.9%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%

149 0.6% 170 0.6%
24 0.1% 19 0.1%

369 1.4% 339 1.3%
61 0.2% 75 0.3%

5,845 21.7% 4,974 18.4%
0 0.0% 11 0.0%
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92 0.3% 146 0.5%

32 0.1% 62 0.2%

507 1.9% 537 2.0%

0 0.0% 0 0.0%

0 0.0% 0 0.0%

3,456 12.8% 3,101 11.5%

0 0.0% 24 0.1%

3,632 13.5% 3,161 11.7%

0 0.1%

100 0.2%

0 0 0.0%

0 6 0.0%

0 70 0 0.0%

0 0. 0 0.0%

0 o o3 3 0.0%

0.3% 113 0.4%

2.6% 354 1.3%

44 4.3% 945 3.5%

4 0.2% 143 0.5%

52 0.2% 112 0.4%

434 1.6% 203 0.8%

0 0.0% 0 0.0%

216 0.8% 121 0.4%

325 1.2% 183 0.7%

0 0.0% 21 0.1%

8 0.0% 0 0.0%

111 0.4% 117 0.4%

0 0.0% 17 0.1%

0 0.0% 0 0.0%
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243 0.9% 143 0.5%
299 1.1% 121 0.4%
64 0.2% 83 0.3%
0 0.0% 10 0.0%
115 0.4% 201 0.7%
272 1.0% 228 0.8%
574 2.1% 312 1.2%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
9,593 35.7% 11,314 41.8%
2,670 9.9% 2,356 8.7%

The most common specific ancestral
2010 was “German” with 5,854
population. The second most commo
City of Easton in 2010 was “Italian” wit
of the population.

p identifie the City of Easton in
comprising of 21.7% of the
ic ancestral group identified in the
32 residents comprising of 13.5%

The most common spegi

2017 was “Germapi ;
population. The sqdP QS
City of Easton in 2098

of the popula

group identified in the City of Easton in
residents comprising of 18.4% of the
n specific ancestral group identified in the
with 3,632 residents comprising of 13.5%

The majéiity of respofidents identified as, “Other Groups” and “Unclassified or
Not Repo " This Mlassification accounted for 45.6% of the population in
2010 and % 2017. There was not any change in proportional
representation in§fie City of Easton from 2010 to 2017 that was larger than 5.0
percentage points.

Ethnicity — Northampton

The following table highlights the ethnicities of Northampton residents as of
2010 and 2017.

Ethnicity and Ancestry in the County of Northampton
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48 0.0% 4 0.0%
108 0.0% 65 0.0%
0 0.0% 41 0.0%
13,101 4.4% 19,240 6.4%
2,466 0.8% 2,234 0.7%
151 0.1% 161 0.1%
3 0.0% 20 0.0%
82 0.0% 68 0.0%
3,315 1.1% 3,216 1.1%
59 0.0% 40 0.0%
176 Qf %o 115 0.0%
337 0.1% 164 0.1%
1,247 w 7o 1,098 0.4%
103 \ - 0.0 445 0.1%
“v o 2 0.0%
A 0.2% 530 0.2%
i. 0.0% 7 0.0%
‘ : 0.0% 28 0.0%
370 0.1% 455 0.2%
11 0.0% 0 0.0%
1,619 0.5% 1,075 0.4%
683 0.2% 499 0.2%
471 0.2% 573 0.2%
10,041 3.4% 7,312 2.4%
440 0.1% 678 0.2%
23,264 7.9% 19,727 6.6%
105 0.0% 14 0.0%
1,869 0.6% 1,856 0.6%
142 0.0% 323 0.1%
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5,181 1.8% 5,043 1.7%
683 0.2% 747 0.2%
87,044 29.6% 77,391 25.7%

12 0.0% 62 0.0%
2,427 0.8% 1,654 0.5%
260 0.1% 236 0.1%
11,314 3.8% 9,541 3.2%
0 0.0% 14 0.0%
127 0.0% 130 0.0%
43,124 14.6% 40,781 13.6%
59 % 83 0.0%
45,169 15.39 4,920 14.9%
102 3 93 0.0%
1,185 0. 1,012 0.3%
0 % 0 0.0%
0.0% 12 0.0%

0.0% 62 0.0%

0 0.0% 0 0.0%

7 0.0% 79 0.0%
1,482 0.5% 1,328 0.4%
14,088 4.8% 9,984 3.3%
17,349 5.9% 15,476 51%
1,877 0.6% 1,990 0.7%
338 0.1% 433 0.1%
3,387 1.1% 3,813 1.3%
166 0.1% 258 0.1%
3,388 1.2% 1,961 0.7%
4,300 1.5% 3,375 1.1%
152 0.1% 186 0.1%
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411 0.1% 231 0.1%
7,016 2.4% 6,764 2.2%
412 0.1% 327 0.1%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
1,062 0.4%

1,857 0.6%

902 0.3%

543 0.2%

4,000 1.3%

5,556 1.8%

2,529 0.8%

238 0.1%

65,487 21.8%

35,221 1.7%

our

¥2006-2010 ACS and 2013-2017 ACS

tral group identified in the County of
with 87,044 residents comprising of 29.6%
common specific ancestral group identified

The most commg
Northampton in 20
of the population

cond most
Taapton in 2010 was ‘“ltalian” with 45,169 residents
f the*population.

pecific ancestral group identified in the County of
was “German” with 77,391 residents comprising of 25.7%
of the population. The second most common specific ancestral group identified
in the County of Northampton 2017 was ‘“ltalian” with 44,920 residents
comprising of 14.9% of the population.

The majority of respondents identified as, “Other Groups” and “Unclassified or
Not Reported.” This classification accounted for 25.5% of the population in
2010 and 33.5% in 2017. There was not any change in proportional
representation in the County of Northampton from 2010 to 2017 that was larger
than 5.0 percentage points.
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Age — Allentown

The following chart illustrates age distribution in the City of Allentown at the
time of the 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS. The Census shows that
currently, children under 20 years of age represent 30.2% of the population;
38.2% of the population is between 20 and 45 years of age; 20.5% of the
population is 45 to 65; and 11.2% of the population is 65 years of age and older.

Age Distribution Change for the City of Allentown

85 years and over L

80to84years i

751079 years L

70to74 years

65 to 69 years I_
60 to 64 years
5510 59 years |
50 to 54 years
45 10 49 years
40 to 44 years |

Age Group

36 to 39 years

30 to 34 years
2510 29 years
20 to 24 years
1510 19 years 4

10 to 14 yeg é‘
“—
v

5 to 9 ye?

Under 5 years

4000 6000 8000 10000 12000

Population

2010 w2017

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 37 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

Age — Bethlehem

The following chart illustrates age distribution in the City of Bethlehem at the
time of the 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS. The Census shows that
currently, children under 20 years of age represent 24.1% of the population;
36.9% of the population is between 20 and 45 years of age; 23.5% of the
population is 45 to 65; and 15.5% of the population is 65 years of age and older.

Age Distribution Change for the City of Bethlehem

85 years and over |
80t0 84 years L
75t0 79 years
70to 74 years | :
6510 69 years &
60 to 64 years
56 to 59 years —
50 to 54 years
45 10 49 years
40 to 44 years
35 to 39 years
30 to 34 years
25 to 29 years
20 to 24 years
1510 19 years
10 to 14 years
5to 9years
Under 5 years

Age Group

3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000
Popuiation
2010 w2017

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS
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Age - Easton

The following chart illustrates age distribution in the City of Easton at the time
of the 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS. The Census shows that
currently, children under 20 years of age represent 27.2% of the population;
37.4% of the population is between 20 and 45 years of age; 23.2% of the
population is 45 to 65; and 12.3% of the population is 65 years of age and older.

Age Distribution Change for the City of Easton

85 years and over
80to 84 years mn
75t0 79 years Wi
7010 74 years i
65 to 69 years
60 to 64 years
5610 59 years &
50 to 54 years
45 to 49 years
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25 to 29 years
20 to 24 years
1510 19 years
10to 14 years &
5 to 9 years
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000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000
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2010 w2017

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS
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Age - Northampton

The following chart illustrates age distribution in the County of Northampton at
the time of the 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS. The Census shows that
currently, children under 20 years of age represent 23.6% of the population;
30.3% of the population is between 20 and 45 years of age; 28.4% of the
population is 45 to 65; and 17.8% of the population is 65 years of age and older.

Age Distribution Change for the County of Northampton

85 years and over L

7510 84 years L —
65 to 74 years

45 to 54 years
35 to 44 years
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Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS
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Religion - Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ, Metropolitan Statistical
Area

The U.S. Census does not collect data on the religious affiliations of the
population in the United States. In an effort to better understand the religious
affiliations of the residents of Northampton, the County used the data made
available by The Association of Religion Data Archives (ARDA). ARDA surveys
the congregation members, their children, and other people who regularly
attend religious services across the country. Although this data appears to be
the most comprehensive data that is available, it is unfortunately not entirely
complete as it does not accurately include traditional African American
denominations, as well as a listing of non-Christian religions. The total number
of regular attendees was adjusted in 2010 (the most recent year for which data
is available) to represent the population including historic African American
denominations. However, the total value canno disaggregated to determine
the distribution across denominational grou

The table below shows the distributio resident Northampton County
across various denominational grou s a pgrcentageof the population which
reported affiliation with a church.

Religious Aff in N ampton County
19,108 | 3.0 ; 7% | 22,090 | 3.0% | 44,186 | 54%
556 : 56 0.1% 0 0.0% 1,132 0.1%
216, 34.0% W 197,190 | 28.7% | 175,099 | 23.6% | 145769 | 17.8%
187,653 S| 190,025 | 27.7% | 230,329 | 31.1% | 190,201 | 23.2%

840 0.1% 615 0.1% 7,959 1.1% 5,239 0.6%

10,388 1.6% 10,400 1.5% 12,757 1.7% 24,795 3.0%

434,687 | 68.4% | 424,002 | 61.7% | 448,234 | 60.5% 411,322 | 50.0%

200,794 | 31.6% | 262,686 | 38.3% | 292,161 | 39.5% 409,854 | 49.9%

635,481 - 686,688 - 740,395 - 821,173 -

Source: The Association of Religion Data

The most common religious affiliation identified in the County of Northampton
in 1980 was “Mainline Protestant” with 216,142 adherents comprising of 34.0%
of the population. The second most common religious affiliation identified in the
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County of Northampton in 1980 was “Unclaimed” with 200,794 non-adherents
comprising of 31.6% of the population. The “Catholic” religious affiliation,
although technically the third largest, should be noted as well as 187,653
adherents comprising of 29.5% of the population identified as “Catholic”.

The most common religious affiliation identified in the County of Northampton
in 2010 was “Unclaimed” with 409,854 non-adherents comprising of 49.9% of
the population. The second most common religious affiliation identified in the
County of Northampton in 2010 was “Catholic” with 190,201 adherents
comprising of 23.2% of the population. The “Mainline Protestant’ religious
affiliation, although technically the third largest, should be noted as well as
145,769 adherents comprising of 17.8% of the population identified as
“Mainline Protestant”.

ation of the religious groups
that were larger than 5.0
in the number of residents
who identify as “Unclaimed” which inclu ons, or 31.6%, in 1980

There were three changes in proportional repre
in the County of Northampton from 1980 t

inline Protestant” which included
,769 persons, or 17.8%, in 2010.
ber of residents who identify as
, or 29.5%, in 1980 to 190,201
to note that although the nominal
n County increased from 1980 to 2010, the
y residents who identify as “Catholic”

in the number of residents who identi
216,142 persons, or 34.0% in 1980 to
Third, there was a 6.4% dec i
“Catholic” which included 18
persons, or 23.2%, in

The following ighlights the changes in the number of households and
population in the ¥rea over the past seventeen (17) years.

106,632

44,013 4.7% 118,032 10.7%

120,128
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28,116 - 71,329 -

29,349 4.4% 74,982 5.1%

28,936

101,541

111,708 10.0%

113,827 1.9%

Source: 2000 U.S nsus, 4010 U.S.

Household Tenure - Allentown

According to the 2000 U.S. Ce

of Allentown. Of these hgusi ; (91.5%) were occupied and 3,928

(5.6%) were unoccupi upied housing units, 22,284 (53.0%) were
owner-occupied ap 47.0°%) were renter-occupied.

According to th . Census, the total number of housing units increased
to 46,921; e. Of the total housing units, 42,804 (91.2%) units
were oc 117(8.8%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied housing
units in 20 48.4%) were owner-occupied and 22,074 (51.6%) were

renter-occupl@ ncrease in housing units between 2000 and 2010 was

961 units.

According to the 2017 ACS 5-Year estimates, there were 45,790 housing units
in the City of Allentown; a 2.4% decrease. Of the total housing units, 41,935
(91.6%) were occupied and 3,855 (8.4%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied
housing units, 18,195 (43.4%) were owner-occupied and 23,740 (56.6%) were
renter-occupied. From 2010 to 2017 there was: a 1,131 unit decrease in the
total number of housing units; a 869 unit decrease (2.6%) in the number of
occupied units; and a 262 unit decrease (6.4%) in the number of unoccupied
housing units. The number of owner-occupied units decreased by 2,535 units
(12.2%) and the number of renter-occupied units increased by 1,666 (7.5%).

The maps below illustrate the concentrations of owner-occupied and renter-
occupied housing units. Higher concentrations of a particular housing type are
accentuated by a darker color. In Allentown, owner-occupied units increase
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towards the outskirts of the city and renter-occupied units increase towards the
city center.
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Percentage Renter-Occupied Housing
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In 2000, the avers @ iZ€ was 2.42 persons and the average family
size was 3.09 perso 2010, the average household size was 2.64 persons
[ag iily Sige was 3.29 persons. In 2017, the average household
size was antithe average family size was 3.36 persons.
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Household Tenure by Size in Allentown
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own Included the 2,535 unit decrease in
017 and the 1,666 unit increase in renter-
mily and household sizes have increased
rates are declining, for an urban city, there
ner-occupied and renter-occupied housing
e \ olds has been declining over the past 17 years at
the samé aipopulation has increased. The decrease in households
and increasg ation has put more housing supply pressure on the renter-
occupied houSiag ket.

Significant household
owner-occupied units

since 2000. While oW
still is a healtg

Household Tenure — Bethlehem

According to the 2000 U.S. Census, there were 29,631 housing units in the City
of Bethlehem. Of these housing units, 28,116 (94.9%) were occupied and 1,515
(5.1%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied housing units, 16,327 (58.1%) were
owner-occupied and 11,789 (41.9%) were renter-occupied.

According to the 2010 U.S. Census, the total number of housing units increased
to 31,221; a 5.4% increase. Of the total housing units, 29,365 (94.1%) were
occupied and 1,856 (5.9%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied housing units in
2010, 15,727 (53.6%) were owner-occupied and 13,638 (46.4%) were renter-
occupied. The increase in housing units between 2000 and 2010 was 1,590
units.
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According to the 2017 ACS 5-Year estimates, there were 31,260 housing units
in the City of Bethlehem; a 0.1% increase. Of the total housing units, 28,936
(92.6%) were occupied and 2,324 (7.4%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied
housing units, 14,955 (51.7%) were owner-occupied and 13,981 (48.3%) were
renter-occupied. From 2010 to 2017 there was: a 39 unit increase in the total
number of housing units; a 429 unit decrease (1.5%) in the number of occupied
units; and a 468 unit increase (25.2%) in the number of unoccupied housing
units. The number of owner-occupied units decreased by 772 units (4.9%) and
the number of renter-occupied units increased by 343 (2.5%).

The maps below illustrate the concentrations of owner-occupied and renter-
occupied housing units. Higher concentrations of a particular housing type are
accentuated by a darker color. In Bethlehem, owger-occupied units are more
prevalent in the northern and outlying areas e city and renter-occupied
units are more prevalent in the southern an
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Percentage Renter-Occupied Housing
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Household Tenure by Size in Bethlehem
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Household Tenure — Easton

According to the U.S. Census for 2000, there were 10,545 housing units in the
City of Easton. Of these housing units, 9,544 (90.5%) were occupied and 1,001
(9.5%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied housing units, 4,632 (48.5%) were
owner-occupied and 4,912 (51.5%) were renter-occupied.

According to the 2010 U.S. Census, the total number of housing units
decreased to 10,356, a 1.8% decrease. Of the total housing units, 9,307
(89.9%) were occupied and 1,049 (10.1%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied
housing units in 2010, 4,325 (46.5%) were owner-occupied and 4,982 (53.5%)
were renter-occupied. The decrease in housing units between 2000 and 2010
was 189 units.
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According to the 2017 ACS 5-Year estimates, there were 11,125 housing units
in the City of Easton; a 1.1% increase. Of the total housing units, 9,521 (85.6%)
were occupied and 1,604 (14.4%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied housing
units, 4,326 (45.4%) were owner-occupied and 5,195 (564.6%) were renter-
occupied. From 2010 to 2017 there was: a 769 unit increase in the total number
of housing units; a 214 unit increase (4.3%) in the number of occupied units;
and a 555 unit increase (4.3%) in the number of unoccupied housing units. The
number of owner-occupied units increased by 1 unit (0.0%) and the number of
renter-occupied units increased by 213 (4.3%).

The maps below illustrate the concentrations of owner-occupied and renter-
occupied housing units. Higher concentrations of a particular housing type are
accentuated by a darker color. In Easton, owner-occupied units are most
prevalent in the northern and southern sections ofghe city and renter-occupied
units are most prevalent in the city center.
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Percentage Renter-Occupied Housing
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Household Tenure by Size in Easton City
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According to { . Census for 2000, there were 106,710 housing units in
Northampton County. Of these housing units, 101,541 (95.2%) were occupied
and 5,169 (4.8%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied housing units, 74,464
(73.3%) were owner-occupied and 27,077 (26.7%) were renter-occupied.

According to the 2010 U.S. Census, the total number of housing units increased
to 120,363; a 12.8% increase. Of the total housing units, 113,565 (94.4%) were
occupied and 6,798 (5.6%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied housing units in
2010, 82,719 (72.8%) were owner-occupied and 30,846 (27.2%) were renter-
occupied. The increase in housing units between 2000 and 2010 was 13,653
units.

According to the 2017 ACS 5-Year estimates, there were 122,452 housing units
in Northampton County; a 1.7% increase. Of the total housing units, 113,827
(93.0%) were occupied and 8,625 (7.0%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied
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housing units, 81,540 (72.8%) were owner-occupied and 32,287 (28.4%) were
renter-occupied. From 2010 to 2017 there was a 2,089 unit increase in the total
number of housing units, a 262 unit increase (0.2%) in the number of occupied
units, and a 1,827 unit increase (26.9%) in the number of unoccupied housing
units. The number of owner-occupied units decreased by 1,179 units (1.4%)
and the number of renter-occupied units increased by 1,441 (4.7%).

The maps below illustrate the concentrations of owner-occupied and renter-
occupied housing units. Higher concentrations of a particular housing type are
accentuated by a darker color. In Northampton County, owner-occupied units
are most prevalent in the rural areas and renter-occupied units are most
prevalent in the urban areas and along the Rt. 22 and Hwy 78 corridor between
Allentown and Easton.
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Percentage Renter-Occupied Housing
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Household Tenure by Size in Northampton County

4-or-more-person household

3-person household

i

(3]

N

[42]

o

(=}

Koy

[

w

=

@]

I

1-person household
25000 30000 35000
Source: 2013-2017 ACS
The number of housing units inWo@fanT™Bn County increased by 15% since

2000. Family and houg
Owner-occupancy afic
2000. The ratio 6 :
Homeownershir S@are traditionally higher in rural areas. Across the

ave remained relatively stable since 2000.
ancy rates have also remained level since

e County is within this average rate. Of note, the
housing units has increased by 66.9% (from 5,169 units

Household Tenure by Race and Ethnicity — Allentown

The table below compares homeowners and renters by race and ethnicity in
Allentown. White households represent 65.5% of all households, 75.8% of
homeowners, and 57.7% of renters. Black or African American households
represent 13.0% of all households, 7.6% of homeowners, and 17.1% of renters.
Hispanic or Latino households represent 41.2% of all households, 28.5% of
homeowners, and 51.0% of renters.
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Household Tenure by Race and Ethnicity in the City of Allentown
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Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

¥ to decline in Allentown. Homeowners
84 households) of all households in 2000, 48.4%
households in 2010, and 43.4% (18,195 households)
. In response, rental rates increased in the City.
7.0% (19,748 households) of all households in 2000,
cholds) of all households in 2010, and 56.6% (23,740
households in 2017.

Homeownership ra
represented o

51.6% (22,0
households) of

Significant shifts in Allentown include the 2,535 unit decrease in owner-
occupied units from 2010 to 2017 was a 5.0% decrease and the 1,666 unit
increase in renter-occupied units from 2010 to 2017 was a 5.0% increase.
Additionally, there was a 543 unit (10.2% increase) increase in the number of
Hispanic or Latino Householder owner-occupied units, a 4,852 unit (10.2%
decrease) decrease in the number of not Hispanic or Latino Househoider
owner-occupied units, a 2,767 unit (11.3% increase) increase in the number of
Hispanic or Latino Householder renter-occupied units, and a 5,102 unit (14.2%
decrease) decrease in the number of Hispanic or Latino Householder renter-
occupied units.
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Household Tenure by Race and Ethnicity — Bethlehem

The table below compares homeowners and renters by race and ethnicity in
Bethlehem. White households represent 83.9% of all households, 89.6% of
homeowners and 77.8% of renters. Black or African American households
represent 5.5% of all households, 2.9% of homeowners and 8.2% of renters.
Hispanic or Latino households represent 23.1% of all households, 13.5% of
homeowners and 33.3% of renters.

Household Tenure by Race and Ethnicity in the City of Bethlehem

77.8%

2.9% 8.2%

0.2% 0.5%

1.2% 2.8%

0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
12.7% 3.4% 6.2%
2.8% 2.7% 4.4%
25.5% 13.5% 33.3%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

Homeownership rates continue to decline in the Bethlehem. Homeowners
represented 58.1% (16,327 households) of all households in 2000, 53.6%
(15,727 households) of all households in 2010, and 51.7% (14,955 households)
of all households in 2017. In response, rental rates increased in the City.
Renters represented 41.9% (11,789 households) of all households in 2000,
46.4% (13,638 households) of all households in 2010, and 48.3% (13,981
households) of all households in 2017.

Significant shifts in Bethlehem include the 1,121 unit increase in renter-
occupied units whose Householder is White alone from 2010 to 2017 was a
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6.3% increase and the 860 unit decrease in renter-occupied units whose
Householder is Some Other Race alone from 2010 to 2017 was a 6.5%
decrease. Additionally, there was a 852 unit (7.8% increase) increase in the
number of Hispanic or Latino Householder renter-occupied units, and a 2,225
unit (8.8% decrease) decrease in the number of not Hispanic or Latino
Householder renter-occupied units.

Household Tenure by Race and Ethnicity — Easton

The table below compares homeowners and renters by race and ethnicity in
Easton. White households represent 75.2% of all households, 84.6% of
homeowners and 67.6% of renters. Black or African American households
represent 13.5% of all households, 8.5% percent of homeowners and 17.7% of
renters. Hispanic or Latino households represept 18.6% of all households,
10.5% of homeowners and 25.4% of renters.

Household Tenure by Race and Eth City of Easton

84.3% 67.6%

8.5% 17.7%

0.1% 1.1%
1.5% 2.4% 1.6%
0.1% 0.0% 0.3%
8.3% 2.7% 6.6%
3.4% 2.0% 5.1%
17.5% 10.5% 25.4%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

Homeownership rates continue to decline in Easton. Homeowners represented
48.5% (4,632 households) of all households in 2000, 46.5% (4,325
households) of all households in 2010, and 45.4% (4,326 households) of all
households in 2017. In response, rental rates increased in the City. Renters
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represented 51.5% (4,912 households) of all households in 2000, 53.5% (4,982
households) of all households in 2010, and 54.6% (5,195 households) of all
households in 2017.

The only shift larger than 5.0 percentage points in Easton City was the 432 unit
increase in owner-occupied units whose Householder is not Hispanic or Latino
from 2010 to 2017 which was a 7.9% increase.

Household Tenure by Race and Ethnicity — Northampton County

The table below compares homeowners and renters by race and ethnicity in
Northampton County. White households represent 89.9% of all households,
92.7% of homeowners and 82.7% of renters. Black or African American
households represent 4.3% of all households, 2.8% of homeowners and 8.0%
of renters. Hispanic or Latino households rep nt 9.8% of all househoids,
5.4% of homeowners and 20.9% of renters.

Household Tenure by Race and Et ity in NoRhampton County

2% 80.3% 92.7% 82.7%
2 8.1% 2.8% 8.0%
1% 0.3% 0.1% 0.6%
1.7% 2.1% 2.2% 1.7%
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%
1.4% 6.9% 11% 3.7%
0.8% 2.3% 1.0% 3.2%
47% 15.2% 5.4% 20.9%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

The total number of owner-occupied units in Northampton County increased
from 2000 to 2010 and then decreased slightly from 2010 to 2017, with the
overall total number of owner-occupied units in 2017 being greater than the
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number in 2000 but fewer than the total number in 2010. However, the
percentage of units that were owner-occupied has decreased steadily from
2000 to 2017. Homeowners represented 73.3% (74,464 households) of all
households in 2000, 72.8% (82,719 households) of all households in 2010, and
71.6% (81,540 households) of all households in 2017. The total number of
renter-occupied units have increased steadily from 2000 to 2017 as have the
rental rates increased in the County. Renters represented 26.7% (27,077
households) of all households in 2000, 27.2% (30,846 households) of all
households in 2010, and 28.4% (32,287 households) of all households in 2017.

The only shift larger than 5.0 percentage points in Northampton County was
the 1,776 unit increase in renter-occupied units whose Householder is Hispanic
or Latino from 2010 to 2017 which was a 5.7% increase.

Families - Allentown

In 2000, there were a total of 42,032 hg
households comprised 40.2% (16,905 h@fiseholds)
there were a total of 44,013 househo) gs,

In 2017, there were a total d
households) were non-family
Allentown decreased

fan ! comprised 32.6% of all households, female
household8gs wi usband present comprised 23.9% of all households, and
nait below illustrates the breakdown of households by type in
the City of Allentown as of 2017 using data from the 2013-2017 ACS.
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Households in Allentown

= Married-Couple Family Household
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= Male Householder, No Wife
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Present
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Source: 2013-2017 ACS

Families — Bethlehem

In 2000, there were a jaiz 6 holUseholds in Bethlehem. Non-family
households comprisgd”39 6 households) of all households. In 2010,
there were a total g ds, an increase of 1,233 households, and
the percentage of Wan i fiseholds had increased to 41.5% (12,191

households) Jlmé iere were a total of 28,936 households, of which 42.4%

decreased by 413 units from 2010 to 2017, whereas
-family households increased by 87 units, an increase

In 2017, non-family households comprised 42.4% of all households, married-
couple family households comprised 37.4% of all households, female
householders with no husband present comprised 15.0% of all households, and
male householders with no wife present comprised 5.2% of all households in
the City. The chart below illustrates the breakdown of households by type in
the City of Bethiehem as of 2017 using data from the 2013-2017 ACS.
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Households in Bethlehem City
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Families — Easton

In 2000, there were a total
households comprised @8 households) of all households. In 2010,
there were a total of ) @lds, a decrease of 318 households, and the
percentage of ng housefjolds had decreased to 37. 4% (3,447
households). In 20 werelE
(3,813 househgigls orised of non—famlly households The total number of
households i

number éfgon-famil
A non-famM@ihousehgit
not related b i

ousholds increased by 366 units, an increase of 2.7%.
is defined as a householder living alone or with others

In 2017, non-family households comprised 40.0% of all households, married-
couple family households comprised 38.9% of all households, female
householders with no husband present comprised 16.4% of all households and
male householders with no wife present comprised 4.7% of all households in
the City. The chart below illustrates the breakdown of households by type in
the City of Easton as of 2017 using data from the 2013-2017 ACS.
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Households in Easton
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Families — Northampton County

In 2000, there were a total of 10%
family households compgis

2010, there were 3
households, and
31.7% (4,941 hous8

ds in Northampton County. Non-
467 households) of all households. In
706 households, an increase of 10,165
non-family households had increased to
, there were a total of 113,827 households,

of which 31.13 : ouseholds) comprised of non-family households. The
total numk ids in Northampton County increased by 2121 units
from 20§ 3 total number of non-family households increased
by 34 unit centage of non-family households declined by 0.6%. A

is defined as a householder living alone or with others

In 2017, non-family households comprised 31.1% of all households, married-
couple family households comprised 53.6% of all households, female
householders with no husband present comprised 11.0% of all households, and
male householders with no wife present comprised 4.3% of all households in
the County. The chart below illustrates the breakdown of households by type
in the County of Northampton as of 2017 using data from the 2013-2017 ACS.
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Households in Northampton
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C. Income and Poverty:

Household Income own

e City of Allentown increased by 6.4% over
2017 from $36,202 in 2010 to $38,522 in 2017.

The median house
the time perig

Qi income for Northampton County increased by 11.3%
over the sa iod from $58,762 in 2010 to $65,390 in 2017

The median ho¥Sehold income for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
increased by 13.0% over the same time period from $50,398 in 2010 to $56,951
in 2017.

The table below compares the distribution of household income according to
the 2006-2010 American Community Survey and the 2013-2017 American
Community Survey.
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Household Income in Allentown

43,738 - 41,935 -
5,061 11.6% 4,601 11.0%
3,761 8.6% 3,442 8.2%
6,584 15.1% 5,809 13.9%
5,707 1 5,396 12.9%
7,468 17.1% 6,057 14.4%
7,186 A% 8,146 19.4%

% 4,218 10.1%
6.3% 2,982 71%
1 1.4% 722 1.7%
452 1.% 562 1.3%
$36,202 - $38,522 -

Household Income — Bethlehem

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 ACS

The median household income for the City of Bethlehem increased by 17.1%
over the time period of 2010 to 2017 from $44,310 in 2010 to $51,880 in 2017.

The median household income for Northampton County increased by 11.3%

over the same time period from $58,762 in 2010 to $65,390 in 2017

The median household income for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
increased by 13.0 percent over the same time period from $50,398 in 2010 to

$56,951 in 2017.
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The table below compares the distribution of household income according to
the 2006-2010 American Community Survey and the 2013-2017 American
Community Survey.

Household Income in Bethlehem

28,936
2,210 7.6%
1,680 5.8%
3,197 11.0%
3,083 10.7%
3,864 13.4%
5,423 18.7%
3,466 12.0%
3,804 13.1%
1,220 4.2%
989 3.4%
$44,310 - $61,880 -

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 ACS
Household Income — Easton

The median household income for the City of Easton increased by 21.3% over
the time period of 2010 to 2017 from $38,613 in 2010 to $46,835 in 2017.

The median household income for Northampton County increased by 11.3%
over the same time period from $58,762 in 2010 to $65,390 in 2017
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The median household income for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
increased by 13.0 percent over the same time period from $50,398 in 2010 to
$56,951 in 2017.

The table below compares the distribution of household income according to
the 2006-2010 American Community Survey and the 2013-2017 American
Community Survey.

Household Income in Easton

9,222 9,521 -
946 0.3% 641 6.7%
689 % 710 7.5%

1 4.4% 1,401 14.7%
12.3% 1,134 11.9%

1,6 17.2% 1,148 12.1%

1,722 18.7% 1,827 19.2%
780 8.5% 295 10.5%
752 8.2% 1,057 1.1%
171 1.9% 319 3.4%
105 1.1% 289 3.0%

$38,613 - $46,835 -

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 ACS
Household Income — Northampton County

The median household income for Northampton County increased by 11.3%
over the time period from $58,762 in 2010 to $65,390 in 2017
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The median household income for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
increased by 13.0% over the same time period from $50,398 in 2010 to $56,951

in 2017.

The table below compares the distribution of household income according to
the 2006-2010 American Community Survey and the 2013-2017 American

Community Survey.

Household Income in Northampton County, PA

111,929 113,827 -
5244 4.7% 4,741 4.2%
5,108 % 4,106 3.9%

82 .8% 10,410 9.1%

1 9.5% 9,609 8.4%

15, 13.8% 14,393 12.6%

22,730 20.3% 21,114 18.5%

16,040 14.3% 15,940 14.0%

16,764 15.0% 19,117 16.8%
5,159 4.6% 7,549 6.6%
3,815 3.4% 6,548 5.8%

$568,762 - $65,390 -

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 ACS

The Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) sets income limits
that determine eligibility for assisted housing programs including the Public
Housing, Section 8 project-based, Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher, Section
202 housing for the elderly, and Section 811 housing for persons with
disabilities programs. HUD develops income limits based on Median Family
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Income estimates and Fair Market Rent area definitions for each metropolitan
area, parts of some metropolitan areas, and each non-metropolitan county.

The Median Income for a family income in Northampton County was $79,209
for 2017.

The table below identifies the FY 2019 HUD Income Limits applicable to the
City of Allentown, the City of Bethlehem, and the City of Easton, these cities
are part of the Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton-Northampton Census Tract, MD
HUD Metro FMR Area.

FY 2019 Income Limits Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA

MSA HUD Metro FMR Area
$16,450 $18,800 $21,330 | $25,750 0170 | $3WQO $39,010 $43,430
$27,450 $31,400 $35,300 39,200 350 $45,500 $48,650 $51,750
$43,900 $50,200 $ $ $67,750 $72,750 $77.750 $82,800
. Department of Housing and Urban Development
On February, @ilD CPD-19-02 Notice that updated the Department’s
Low- and c Summary Data (LMISD) based on the American

011-2015 5-year estimates (2015 ACS). This data
WSD based on the American Community Survey 2006-
sstingtes (2010 ACS) for the purposes of demonstrating
compliance with'ffie CDBG National Objective of providing benefit to low- and
moderate-income persons on an area basis (“Area Benefit” or LMA). The table
below highlights the current low- and moderate-income populations in the Cities
of Allentown, Bethlehem, Easton, and Northampton County. The block groups
that have a population of more than 51% low- and moderate-income are
highlighted and bold.

The City of Allentown has an overall low- and moderate-income population of
65.67%. The City of Bethlehem has an overall low- and moderate-income
population of 50.58%. The City of Easton has an overall low- and moderate-
income population of 59.10%. Northampton County has an overall low- and
moderate-income population of 35.77%. Northampton County qualifies as an
Upper Quartile Exception Criteria Community. Any Census Tracts and Block
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Groups that exceeds LMI% of 46.58% qualifies as LMA as established by HUD
for Northampton County.

Low- and Moderate-Income Population FY 2019 for Allentown, Bethlehem,
Easton, and Northampton County

Allentown Lehigh County 000101 1 1,135 47.58%
Allentown Lehigh County 000101 2 600 1,300 46.15%
Allentown Lehigh County 000101 3 615 920 66.85%
Allentown Lehigh County 000102 1 940 1,060 88.68%
Allentown Lehigh County 000102 2 580 1,065 54.46%
Allentown Lehigh County 000102 35 1,520 48.36%
Allentown Lehigh County 0001 4 3 770 50.00%
Allentown Lehigh County (1] 945 1,285 73.54%
Allentown Lehigh County 0400 1,965 2,490 78.92%
Allentown Lehigh County 00 1,260 1,635 82.08%
Allentown Lehighi€ 0500 2 825 985 83.76%
Allentown Le 600 1 1,925 3,055 63.01%
Allentown 000600 2 320 1,220 26.23%
Allentown 000600 3 460 760 60.53%
Allentown 000600 4 1,140 1,570 72.61%
Allentown 000700 1 825 970 85.05%
Allentown Lehigh County 000700 2 1,070 1,850 57.84%
Allentown Lehigh County 000700 3 1,415 1,630 86.81%
Allentown Lehigh County 000800 1 790 790 100.00%
Allentown Lehigh County 000800 2 1,045 1,200 87.08%
Allentown Lehigh County 000800 3 900 1,170 76.92%
Allentown Lehigh County 000800 4 530 765 69.28%
Allentown Lehigh County 000900 1 1,275 1,415 90.11%
Allentown Lehigh County 001000 1 1,165 1,595 73.04%
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Allentown Lehigh County 001000 2 1,005 1,240 81.05%
Allentown Lehigh County 001200 1 935 1,260 74.21%
Allentown Lehigh County 001401 1 1,040 1,495 69.57%
Allentown Lehigh County 001401 2 1,890 3,130 60.38%
Allentown Lehigh County 001401 3 955 1,350 70.74%
Allentown Lehigh County 001401 4 595 810 73.46%
Allentown Lehigh County 001401 5 850 1,830 46.45%
Allentown Lehigh County 001402 1 565 1,220 46.31%
Allentown Lehigh County 001402 2 415 700 59.29%
Allentown Lehigh County 001501 700 1,110 63.06%
Allentown Lehigh County 001501 2 15 2,300 78.91%
Allentown Lehigh County 001 1,1 1,300 85.38%
Allentown Lehigh County 0015 4 1,230 2,145 57.34%
Allentown Lehigh County 02 805 1,945 41.39%
Allentown Lehigh County 2 495 1,095 45.21%
Allentown Lehj ou 1502 3 570 1,465 38.91%
Allentown Le 1502 4 1,580 2,590 61.00%
Allentown igh nty 001600 1 785 785 100.00%
Allentown Lehi ounty 001600 2 1,085 1,260 86.11%
Allentown Lehighf County 001600 3 595 680 87.50%
Allentown igh County 001600 4 630 785 80.25%
Allentown Lehigh County 001700 1 725 970 74.74%
Allentown Lehigh County 001700 2 1,805 2,840 63.56%
Allentown Lehigh County 001700 3 1,180 1,370 86.13%
Allentown Lehigh County 001800 1 840 1,020 82.35%
Allentown Lehigh County 001800 2 1,360 1,720 79.07%
Allentown Lehigh County 001800 3 615 895 68.72%
Allentown Lehigh County 001800 4 995 1,230 80.89%
Allentown Lehigh County 001900 1 420 1,370 30.66%
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Allentown Lehigh County 001900 2 2,095 2,995 69.95%
Allentown Lehigh County 002000 1 640 815 78.53%
Allentown Lehigh County 002000 2 830 930 89.25%
Allentown Lehigh County 002000 3 430 565 76.11%
Allentown Lehigh County 002000 4 1,170 1,810 64.64%
Allentown Lehigh County 002000 5 705 940 75.00%
Allentown Lehigh County 002100 1 1,215 1,490 81.54%
Allentown Lehigh County 002100 2 980 1,530 64.05%
Allentown Lehigh County 002100 3 1,135 1,310 86.64%
Allentown Lehigh County 002100 640 985 64.97%
Allentown Lehigh County 002100 5 5 945 87.30%
Allentown Lehigh County 00 48 860 55.81%
Allentown Lehigh County 0022 2 395 955 41.36%
Allentown Lehigh County 01 685 1,575 43.49%
Allentown Lehigh County 4 450 865 52.02%
Allentown Lehi ou 202 1 470 800 58.75%
Allentown Le C 2202 2 655 830 78.92%
Allentown igh ty 002301 1 535 1,550 34.52%
Allentown LehigiCounty 002301 2 135 780 17.31%
Allentown Lehight County 002301 3 415 740 56.08%
Allentown igh County 002301 4 455 1,715 26.53%
Allentown Lehigh County 002301 5 180 795 22.64%
Allentown Lehigh County 002301 6 130 705 18.44%
Allentown Lehigh County 002302 1 350 825 42.42%
Allentown Lehigh County 002302 2 775 1,280 60.55%
Allentown Lehigh County 002302 3 160 610 26.23%
Allentown Lehigh County 009600 1 1,505 1,930 77.98%
Allentown Lehigh County 009600 2 1,190 2,240 53.13%
Allentown Lehigh County 009600 3 1,210 1,580 76.58%
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Allentown Lehigh County 009600 4 830 905 91.71%
Allentown Lehigh County 009600 5 600 755 79.47%
Allentown Lehigh County 009700 1 1,030 1,215 84.77%
Allentown Lehigh County 009700 2 1,775 2,250 78.89%
Bethiehem Lehigh County 009100 1 455 1,300 35.00%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009100 2 390 565 69.03%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009100 3 520 1,100 47.27%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009200 1 710 1,620 43.83%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009200 2 320 1,295 24.71%
Bethiehem Lehigh County 009200 375 945 39.68%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009300 1 5 1,000 33.50%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009 20 660 30.30%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 0093 3 345 730 47.26%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 00 160 705 22.70%
Bethliehem Lehigh County 1 600 1,170 51.28%
Bethlehem Lehi ou 400 2 590 735 80.27%
Bethlehem Le C 9400 3 490 1,105 44.34%
Bethlehem h nty 009400 4 930 1,300 71.54%
Bethlehem Lehi ounty 009500 1 160 815 19.63%
Bethlehem Lehidl County 009500 2 390 830 46.99%
Bethlehem igh County 009500 3 585 1,060 55.19%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009500 4 410 895 45.81%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009500 5 295 885 33.33%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010100 1 625 1,545 40.45%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010100 2 455 1,030 44.17%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010100 3 505 1,325 38.11%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010200 1 415 2,065 20.10%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010200 2 215 1,510 14.24%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010300 1 120 640 18.75%
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Bethlehem Northampton County | 010300 2 320 695 46.04%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010300 3 265 790 33.54%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010300 4 265 780 33.97%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010400 1 205 1,195 17.15%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010400 2 465 1,090 42.66%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010400 3 265 780 33.97%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010400 4 310 1,420 21.83%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010400 5 145 775 18.71%
Bethiehem Northampton County | 010500 1 395 985 40.10%
Bethlehem N°g2‘;’:§‘°“ 010500 1,170 | 1,240 | 94.35%
Bethlehem N°gg‘:‘|’:“t';t°“ 010500 4 3 1,325 | 74.34%
Bethlehem N°g';z:'1‘t§t°“ 01 45 565 | 80.53%
Bethlehem Northampton County 195 510 38.24%
Bethlehem N°'é'c‘,3'r‘"§t°" 470 | 735 | 63.95%
Bethlehem 3 250 960 26.04%
Bethlehem 4 430 725 59.31%
Bethlehem 5 1,075 2,000 53.75%
Bethlehem 010600 6 500 1,095 45.66%
Bethlehem 010600 7 1,000 1,510 66.23%
Bethlehem 010700 1 580 1,455 39.86%
Bethlehem 010700 2 1,030 1,905 54.07%
Bethlehem N°rct';3':t§t°“ 010700 | 3 255 | 405 | 62.96%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010700 4 380 805 47.20%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010800 1 330 705 46.81%
Bethlehem N°g2fj’:§‘°" 010800 | 2 930 | 1,370 | 67.88%
Bethlehem N°g23':t';t°" 010900 | 1 1,155 | 1,445 | 79.93%
Bethlehem N°g’;z':§‘°" 010900 | 2 | 1,000 | 1,850 | 54.05%
Bethlehem N°ggz'r‘l‘t';t°" 011000 | 1 700 | 835 | 83.83%
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Bethlehem N°'g'c‘)3':“tzt°“ 011000 380 465 | 81.72%
Bethlehem N°g22’|‘:§‘°“ 011000 1,275 | 1,540 | 82.79%
Bethiehem N°g';f|’:§‘°" 011100 140 160 | 87.50%
Bethlehem N°g';3’:§t°" 011200 1405 | 1,830 | 76.78%
Bethlehem N°g';fj':t§t°" 011200 1,220 | 1,460 | 83.56%
Bethlehem N°ggﬂ’:t';t°“ 011200 865 | 1,065 | 81.22%
Bethlehem N°g':":§t°“ 011200 810 | 1,270 | 63.78%
Bethiehem Northampton County | 011300 925 2,465 37.53%
Bethlehem N°g';z':§t°" 011300 1,765 | 1,940 | 90.98%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 014100 185 775 23.87%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 0141Q 935 26.20%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 01 300 725 41.38%
Northampton County | Northampton Coun 014100 135 985 13.71%
N°g';3’:§‘°“ N°g’;z':;t°“ 0 465 855 | 54.39%
N°g';?j’:§t°" Northapsme 4200 700 | 1,005 | 69.65%
N°g';fl':§‘°" 0¥4200 1,200 | 1,415 | 84.81%
N°g';fl':§t°“ 014200 1,40 | 1,625 | 70.15%
N°ggﬂ’:§‘°“ P 014200 360 715 | 50.35%
N°ggz’:§‘°“ ' m‘;‘"“ 014300 855 | 1,235 | 69.23%
N°ggz':t§t°" c';fj’:t‘;m“ 014300 1495 | 1,585 | 94.32%
"°g2’:‘]':tzt°“ N°’égfl':§t°" 014300 580 735 | 78.91%
N°g';:’!:‘t‘;t°“ N°ggﬂ?“5‘°“ 014400 530 845 | 62.72%
N°gg:’:g‘°“ "°g';2':t‘;t°“ 014400 335 430 | 77.91%
N°ggﬁ’:§‘°“ N°ggﬂ’:§‘°“ 014400 410 745 | 65.03%
N°’é';z'r"‘gt°" N°'C“(‘,fj':§t°“ 014500 1,005 | 2120 | 47.41%
N°ggz'r‘l’t‘;ft°“ N°’é:fl':tzt°" 014500 530 955 | 5550%
N°g';z'l'1‘tzt°“ N°g’;3':§t°“ 014600 705 | 1,250 | 56.40%
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Northampton Northampton q
County County 014600 2 1,640 2,035 80.59%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 014700 1 505 1,385 36.46%
Northampton Northampton 5
County County 014700 2 665 1,315 50.57%
Northampton Northampton o
County County 015201 1 1,270 2,050 61.95%
Northampton Northampton
County County . 015201 2 690 1,115 61.88%
Northampton Northampton 0
County County 015201 3 860 1,660 51.81%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015201 4 660 1,670 39.52%
Northampton Northampton 9
County County 015201 5 300 400 75.00%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015300 1 475 2,400 19.79%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015300 370 1,580 23.42%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 01530 3 1,055 41.71%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 01 165 1,185 13.92%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 01540 2 370 935 39.57%
Northampton County | Northampton Count 385 970 39.69%
Northampton County | Northamptem@sunty 500 1 650 2,320 28.02%
Northampton County | Nort 500 2 545 2,015 27.05%
Northampton County 015500 3 440 1,810 24.31%
Northampton Cou unty | 015600 1 565 1,765 32.01%
Northampton
County 015600 2 265 440 60.23%
Northampton 0
County 015600 3 935 1,320 70.83%
Northampton lorthampton 0
County County 015700 1 510 865 58.96%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015700 2 185 1,035 17.87%
Northampton Northampton
County County 015700 3 445 810 54.94%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015801 1 295 2,245 13.14%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015801 2 385 2,985 12.90%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015802 1 240 1,480 16.22%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015802 2 360 1,615 22.29%
Northampton Northampton
County County 015901 1 660 1,260 52.38%
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Northampton County | Northampton County | 015901 2 650 1,715 37.90%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015901 3 210 1,010 20.79%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015901 4 665 1,790 37.15%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015902 1 385 1,435 26.83%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015902 2 450 1,220 36.89%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015902 3 420 955 43.98%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016001 1 390 1,615 24.15%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016001 2 485 2,400 20.21%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016001 3 575 2,005 28.68%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016002 555 1,650 35.81%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016002 2 0 580 31.03%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 01 46 1,335 34.83%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 0160 4 255 940 27.13%
Northampton County | Northampton Coun 00 270 710 38.03%
Northampton County | Northampton County 2 305 1,390 21.94%
Northampton County | Northap@Pton CBlinty 201 1 285 1,370 20.80%
Northampton County | North to 6201 2 430 1,185 36.29%

N°g:z':t‘;t°“ " | o16201 | 3 940 | 1,370 | 68.61%

N°g23’:tzt° i e 016201 | 4 | 1290 | 1,715 | 75.22%
Northampton County rth ton County | 016202 1 420 1,720 24.42%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016202 2 950 2,530 37.55%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016300 1 490 1,120 43.75%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016300 2 620 1,715 36.15%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016400 1 375 1,670 22.46%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016400 2 450 2,845 15.82%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016500 1 115 580 19.83%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016500 2 265 2,595 10.21%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016500 3 495 1,675 29.55%

N°’é’;’:‘j’:“tzt°" N°gg‘|’":g°" 016600 | 1 635 | 1,285 | 49.42%
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N°gg‘:“"‘1‘§‘°" N°g2‘:‘j’:{;‘°" 016600 | 2 820 | 1,325 | 61.89%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016700 1 270 2,305 1M1.71%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016700 2 305 2,395 12.73%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016700 3 205 1,090 18.81%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016800 1 270 1,210 22.31%

"°g';3':tzt°“ N°g2z':§‘°“ 016800 [ 2 880 | 1,880 | 46.81%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016800 3 225 770 29.22%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016800 4 725 1,710 42.40%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016901 1 170 890 19.10%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016901 405 2,315 17.49%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016902 1 1,595 16.61%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 01 12 1,020 12.25%
Northampton County | Northampton County 240 1,155 20.78%
Northampton County | Northampton Coun 190 990 19.19%
Northampton County | Northampton County 1 305 2,965 10.29%
Northampton County | North on C@linty 101 2 160 745 21.48%
Northampton County | North 7101 3 485 2,700 17.96%
Northampton Count t ounty | 017102 1 840 3,525 23.83%
Northampton Co Northa n County | 017102 2 670 1,735 38.62%
Northampton County rth ton County | 017102 3 745 3,415 21.82%

N°ggﬁ':g‘°" g’;ﬂ':tzm“ 017200 | 1 525 | 1,020 | 51.47%

N°g';fj’:§t°“ N°g';z':§t°" 017200 | 2 | 1,195 | 2,390 | 50.00%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017200 3 325 805 40.37%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017200 4 970 2,100 46.19%

N°g'(‘)3’:|‘§t°“ N°g';f|’;‘§t°" 017300 | 1 635 | 1,295 | 49.03%

N°g';i’:t‘;t°“ N°g';3r:§t°“ 017300 | 2 670 | 1415 | 47.35%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017401 1 360 1,605 22.43%

"°’é’;‘:l':§t°“ N°’égz':§t°“ 017401 | 2 530 | 925 | 57.30%
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Northampton County | Northampton County | 017401 3 530 3,155 16.80%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017401 4 95 2,040 4.66%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017402 1 360 1,115 32.29%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017402 2 420 1,975 21.27%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017402 3 340 730 46.58%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017501 1 580 1,690 34.32%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017501 2 425 1,370 31.02%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017501 3 310 735 42.18%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017502 1 550 1,915 28.72%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017502 865 2,580 33.53%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017502 3 5 880 27.84%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 0178 41 1,315 31.18%
Northampton County | Northampton County 365 1,190 30.67%
Northampton County | Northampton Coun “ 75 555 13.51%
Northampton County 245 745 32.89%
Northampton County | Northag 7604 1 345 1,665 20.72%
Northampton County | North3 604 2 455 1,170 38.89%
Northampton County ounty | 017604 3 345 1,405 24.56%
Northampton Cod 017605 1 570 2,295 24.84%
Northampton County on County | 017605 2 195 1,300 15.00%
Northampton County | NoMfampton County | 017606 1 340 2,905 11.70%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017606 2 230 2,025 11.36%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017607 1 550 2,810 19.57%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017607 2 125 1,760 7.10%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017607 3 670 2,040 32.84%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017702 1 320 2,255 14.19%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017703 1 130 490 26.53%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017703 2 665 2,260 29.42%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017704 1 855 3,785 22.59%
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Northampton County | Northampton County | 017704 2 395 2,455 16.09%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017800 1 650 1,460 44.52%

e N ameo" | o17800 | 2 575 | 1120 | 51.34%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017901 1 230 880 26.14%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017901 2 200 510 39.22%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017901 3 370 815 45.40%

N°’é’;3':1‘t';t°" N°g';3':§t°“ 017901 | 4 690 | 1,415 | 48.76%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017902 1 195 630 30.95%

N°’é’;‘:‘j‘:§‘°“ N°’égz':t$t°“ 017902 | 2 415 | 885 | 46.89%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017902 185 705 26.24%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 018001 1 605 40.50%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 01 695 2,125 32.71%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 01800 3 495 1,335 37.08%
Northampton County | Northampton Coun 195 1,515 12.87%
Northampton County | Northamptog,County 02 2 345 1,335 25.84%
Northampton County | North 002 3 160 1,930 8.29%
Northampton County 018002 4 450 1,845 24.39%
Northampton Count ounty | 018100 1 465 1,520 30.59%
Northampton Cou 018100 2 530 1,585 33.44%
Northampton County pton County | 018100 3 160 1,710 9.36%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 018100 4 210 1,665 13.42%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 018200 1 835 2,210 37.78%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 018200 2 525 1,280 41.02%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 018300 1 210 535 39.25%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 018300 2 390 975 40.00%

N°ggﬂ':g‘°“ N°’é’;ﬁ':;‘°“ 018300 | 3 560 | 1,180 | 47.46%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 018300 4 695 2,240 31.03%

Source: U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
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Low- and Moderate-Income Population for the City of Allentown
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The low- and modé ncomecensus tracts are generally located in the
central and g0WlRn S@stions of the City. There is some overlap of higher
minority s i@he low- and moderate income census tracts in the

The percentag@nofffamilies living in poverty experienced an increase from
21.1% in 2010 t6"23.4% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.
Female head of household, no husband present, families with related children
under the age of 18 whose income was below poverty level was 48.8% in 2010
and 47.3% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.

There was an increase in all people whose income level was below poverty
level from 18.5% in 2000 to 24.6% in 2010 and then an additional increase to
27.3% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data. Individuals under the
age of 18 whose income was below the poverty level was 14.6% in 2000, 35.8%
in 2010 and 39.9% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.
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Low- and Moderate-Income Population for the City of Bethlehem
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e low- and moderate income census tracts in the
sof the City.

The percentagé@dV families living in poverty experienced a decrease from
18.5% in 2010 to 11.4% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.
Female head of household, no husband present, families with related children
under the age of 18 whose income was below poverty level was 46.2% in 2010,
and 24.1% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.

There was an increase in all people whose income level was below poverty
level from 15.0% in 2000 to 16.8% in 2010 and then a decrease to 15.8% in
2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data. Individuals under the age of 18
whose income was below the poverty level was 20.7% in 2000, 24.3% in 2010
and 22.2% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.
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Low- and Moderate-Income Population 2019 for the City of Easton
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central & ns of the City. There is some overlap of higher

in the low- and moderate income census tracts in the

The percentage of families living in poverty experienced a decrease from
25.3% in 2010 to 14.8% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.
Female head of household, no husband present, families with related children
under the age of 18 whose income was below poverty level was 41.7% in 2010,
and 35.5% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.

There was an increase in all people whose income level was below poverty
level from 16.0% in 2000 to 25.4% in 2010 and then a decrease to 18.6% in
2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data. Individuals under the age of 18
whose income was below the poverty level was 21.3% in 2000, 40.5% in 2010
and 29.2% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.
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Low- and Moderate-Income Population 2019 for Northampton County

LEGEND: Block Group Parts by Minority and
Low/Moderate Income Percentage
0 1 2 4 6 8 Bl Census Tracts
i [ ] Block Groups ] ressthen4g57% Source: 2013-2017
e, | il ~— Major Roads [ sssowormoe  ACS 5-Year Estimstes
—-— Eadlergads YH7 Minortty Population of 50 Percent or Mare

Source: U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development

The low- and moderate-income census tracts are generally located in urban
centers, though there are a string of low- and moderate-income census tracts
in the northern part of the County. There is some overlap of higher minority
concentrations in the low- and moderate income census tracts in the urban
centers.
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The percentage of families living in poverty experienced a decrease from 9.1%
in 2010 to 6.6% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data. Female head
of household, no husband present, families with related children under the age
of 18 whose income was below poverty level was 30.5% in 2010, and 21.7% in
2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.

There was an increase in all people whose income level was below poverty
level from 7.9% in 2000 to 8.8% in 2010 and then an additional increase to
9.2% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data. Individuals under the
age of 18 whose income was below the poverty level was 9.8% in 2000, 12.0%
in 2010 and 13.6% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.

Family and Household Poverty — Allentown

Allentown’s poverty statistics for families with
chart below.

dren are highlighted in the

Percentage of Families ang#fousgholds
the City ong@llegdwn
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Family and Household Poverty — Bethlehem

Bethlehem City’s poverty statistics for families with children are highlighted in
the chart below.

Percentage of Families and Households in Poverty in
the City of Bethlehem
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Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 ACS
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Family and Household Poverty — Easton

Easton City’s poverty statistics for families with children are highlighted in the
chart below.

Percentage of Families and Households in Poverty in
the City of Easton
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Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 ACS
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Family and Household Poverty - Northampton County

Northampton County’s poverty statistics for families with children are
highlighted in the chart below.

Percentage of Families and Households in Poverty in
Northampton County
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D. Employment:

Occupation — Allentown

In 2010, according to 2010 ACS Estimates, the total number of eligible workers
(population 16 years and over) in Allentown was 89,921 persons. In 2010,
61.9% (55,689 persons) of eligible workers were active in the labor force and
10.2% (9,160 persons) of eligible workers in the work force were unemployed.

In 2017, according to 2017 ACS Estimates, the total number of eligible workers
(population 16 years and over) in Allentown was 91,604 persons. In 2017,
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62.5% (57,265 persons) of eligible workers were active in the labor force and
7.7% (7,097 persons) of eligible workers in the work force were unemployed.

Workers in 2017 had a mean travel time to work of 23.6 minutes. The following
labor market resident inflow/outflow data as of 2017 applied to the City of
Allentown. There were a total of 36,407 jobs in the City and 7,300 (20.1%) of
those jobs were held by residents of the City.
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The following charts outline the distribution of Allentown workers by occupation.

Occupations in the City of Allentown
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Worker Class in the City of Allentown
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Occupation — Bethlehem

In 2010, according
(population 16 ye$
56.1% (34,906

imates, the total number of eligible workers
ethlehem was 62,224 persons. In 2010,
e workers were active in the labor force and

6.9% (4,29 igible workers in the work force were unemployed.
In 2017, & D17 ACS Estimates, the total number of eligible workers
(population and over) in Bethlehem was 91,604 persons. In 2017,

62.5% (57,265%esons) of eligible workers were active in the labor force and
3.8% (2,378 persons) of eligible workers in the work force were unemployed.

Workers in 2017 had a mean travel time to work of 23.6 minutes. The following
labor market resident inflow/outflow data as of 2017 applied to the City of
Bethlehem. There were a total of 34,309 jobs in the City and 6,111 (17.8%) of
those jobs were held by residents of the City.
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Worker Distribution by Occupation in the City of
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Occupation — Easton

In 2010, according to 2010 ACS Estimates, the total number of eligible workers
(population 16 years and over) in Easton was 22,062 persons. In 2010, 54.0
percent (11,907 persons) of eligible workers were active in the labor force and
7.3 percent (1,616 persons) of eligible workers in the work force were
unemployed.

In 2017, according to 2017 ACS Estimates, the total number of eligible workers
(population 16 years and over) in Easton was 22,105 persons. In 2017, 60.3
percent (13,321 persons) of eligible workers were active in the labor force and
4.5 percent (1,002 persons) of eligible workers in the work force were
unemployed.

24.8 minutes. The following
017 applied to the City of
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Workers in 2017 had a mean travel time to wor!
labor market resident inflow/outflow data
Easton. There were a total of 4,981 jobs j
jobs were held by residents of the City.
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According to the 2013-2017 American Community Survey, an estimated 30.1%
(2,864 households) of households in the City of Easton receive income from
Social Security. The mean Social Security Income for 2017 was $17,311.
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The following charts outline the distribution of Easton workers by occupation.

Occupations in the City of Easton
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Occupation — Northampton C
In 2010, according

In 2010, 62.7 perce persons) of eligible workers were active in the
labor force a8 t (15,053 persons) of eligible workers in the work

(population 1 2af® and over) in Northampton County was 246,901 persons.
In 2017, 63.7 percent (157,337 persons) of eligible workers were active in the
labor force and 3.7 percent (9,027 persons) of eligible workers in the work force
were unemployed.

Workers in 2017 had a mean travel time to work of 27.6 minutes. The following
labor market resident inflow/outflow data as of 2017 applied to Northampton
County. There were a total of 94,682 jobs in the County and 42,589 (45.0%) of
those jobs were held by residents of the County.
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Worker Distribution by Occupation in Northampton
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Unemployment Rate — Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ MSA

The unemployment rates from January 2013 to April 2019 for the City of
Allentown, the City of Bethlehem, and the City of Easton are all represented by
the orange “MSA” (Metropolitan Statistical Area) line because data for the
individual cities are not available. The most localized available data set that
represents the individual cities is the collective count for all three cities which is
the Metropolitan Statistical Area. The Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ
Metropolitan Statistical Area data was provided by the St. Louis FRED
Database as non-seasonally adjusted, so manual adjustment was required for
comparison. The MSA data was only available as non-seasonally adjusted
data, which is problematic when the objective is to compare said data to other
data that is seasonally adjusted. The non-seasonally adjusted MSA data was
manually adjusted to be seasonally adjusted by usjsg weighting each data point
against a moving pre-6" month and post-6!" mogif average. By weighting each
data point against a moving average, the d comes seasonally adjusted
by eliminating the consistent and cyclica in unemployment that is
observed during the December-Janua time frame.

h of Pennsylvania is represented
by the blue “State” line. The state data@&s provided by the Bureau of Labor
Statistics as seasonally adjus adjustment was not required for
comparison.
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From January 2013 to May 2015, the MSA unemployment rate was slightly
higher (an average of 1%) than the state unemployment rate and was on
average with the national unemployment rate. All three unemployment rates
trended downwards at roughly the same rate until approximately May 2015, at
which point the state unemployment rate and the MSA unemployment rate
remained steady between 5.0% and 6.0% until approximately May 2017 at
which point the state and MSA unemployment rates dropped below 5.0%.

The trends suggest that since May 2016, the economic situation in the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and in the Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton
Metropolitan Statistical Area lagged the national average. Unemployment in
Pennsylvania and the MSA remained higher than the national average through
April 2019. Since June 2017, the unemploym rate in the Metropolitan
Statistical Area has remained higher than the ra## in the state and the national
rate, suggesting that the MSA might not be ing from pro-growth policies
as compared to the other regions.

Additionally, as of April 2019, both state unemployment
level had dropped below 4.0%, the MSA unemployment level
remained above 4.0%. The slope of the@illSA unemployment rate trendline is
flatter than the slopes of the n ie trendlines, which could suggest
that there will be further separ e MSA unemployment rate and
the state and national u plo rateS’in the future.

15,060 units) of Allentown City’s housing stock was built
prior to 1939, W is now over 80 years old. The second largest grouping
(25.0%, 10,497 units) of Allentown City’s housing stock was built from 1940 to
1959.

The following table chart details the year that housing structures were built in
the City of Allentown as of 2017.

Year Structure Built in the City of Allentown
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Source: 2013-2017 ACS
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Housing Profile — Bethlehem

Slightly under one-third (29.0%, 8,381 units) of Bethiehem’s housing stock was
built prior to 1939, which is now over 80 years old. The second largest grouping
(28.8%, 6,868 units) of Bethlehem’s housing stock was built from 1940 to 1959.

The following table chart details the year that housing structures were built in
the City of Bethlehem as of 2017.

Year Structure Built in the City of Bethlehem

Source: 2013-2017 ACS

The majority ing units in the City of Bethlehem are 1-unit detached
comprising 37. (11,701 units) of housing units. Multifamily residential
structures of 10 or more units represent 12.8% (4,006 units) of housing units.

The following graph illustrates the composition of the housing stock in the City
of Bethlehem as of 2017.
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Housing Units in the City of Bethlehem
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Housing Profile — Easton

Almost two-thirds (6 s) of Easton’s housing stock was built prior
to 1939, which is cargrold. The second largest grouping (15.8%,
1,505 units) of Eas ock was built from 1940 to 1959.

The follo ails the year that housing structures were built in
the City 8

ear Structure Built in the City of Easton
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Source: 2013-2017 ACS

The majority of housing units in the City of Easton are 1-unit attached
comprising 34.2% (3,807 units) of housing units. Multifamily residential
structures of 10 or more units represent 11.7% (1,304 units) of housing units.

* Between 2010 and 2013, under the HOPE 6 Project, the Housing Authority
built 53 structures containing 128 housing unii@ The table data above are
estimates created by the U.S. Census artment and may not be
representative of all construction activity.

The following graph illustrates the co ition of the sing stock in the City

of Easton as of 2017.
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Housing Profile — Northampton County

Under one-third (25.6%, 29,157 units) of Northampton County’s housing stock
was built prior to 1939, which is now over 80 years old. The second largest
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grouping (21.5%, 24,433 units) of Northamptoﬁ County’s housing stock was
built from 1980 to 1999.

The following table chart details the year that housing structures were built in
Northampton County as of 2017.
Year Structure Built in Northampton County

Source: 2013-2017 ACS

The majority

of ho n Northampton County are 1-unit detached
comprising S8

1 units) of housing units. Multifamily residential
its represent 6.9% (8,491 units) of housing units.

The follo llustrates the composition of the housing stock in
as of 2017.
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2.8% _2-3%3\@/ Housing Units in Northampton County
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1.9% >
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- 20 to 49 Units
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Mobile home
Boat, RV, van, etc.
Source: 2013-2017 ACS
The table below contains data o e ber of permits for residential
construction issued by jurisdictions in t entown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ

Metropolitan Statistical Area inclu e cities of Allentown, Bethlehem,
and Easton.

Building Permits -
-Easton, PA-NJ MSA
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1,648 1,401 247 232
1,694 1,508 186 174
2,789 2,640 149 115
4,144 3,860 284 206
4,848 4,319 529 403
4,612 4,461 151 93
4,376 3,999 377 262
Source: S Building Permits Database, HUD

Units Authorized by Buildj

Bethlehem-Ea
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Year
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5+ Units

Source; SOCDS Building Permits Database, HUD

The area has seen an overall decrease in the total number of new units
constructed; most notably for single family homes. Across the 15-year period,
an average of 85.0% of new units each year were for single family units. As
such, the trends seen in the total number of units authorized is very closely
correlated with number of single-family units authorized, with the year 2014
being the exception. Multi-family units and 5+ units have remained relatively
level over the past fifteen years with a massive spike in 2014.
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The minimum points in the data were all between the years of 2011 and 2012,
which aligns with the general lowest point in the national economy following the
housing market crash of 2008-2009. The year with the highest number of units
authorized was 2005 and the year with the highest number of single-family units
was 2004. The average number of total units authorized per year in the years
following the 2008-2009 housing crash are only one-fourth the average number
of total units authorized per year in the years preceding the 2008-2009 housing
crash. In general, this data would suggest that the Allentown-Bethlehem-
Easton Metropolitan Statistical Area housing market has not fully recovered
from the 2008-2009 market collapse.

F. Housing Costs:

Owner Costs — Allentown

households was $887 in
monthly housing cost
6) from 2000 to 2010,

The median monthly housing cost for own
2000; $1,013 in 2010; and $1,029 in 2
for owner-occupied households incre
increased by 1.58% ($16) from 201
($142) from 2000 to 2017.

The following table illustrates
costs in 2010 and 2017.
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3,535 16.2% 2,245 12.3%
1,833 8.4% 1,270 6.9%
$1,013 - $1,029 -

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

The following table illustrates housing costs for owner-households in 2010 and
2017 according to the 2006-2010 ACS and the 2013-2017 ACS.

Monthly Owner Costs as a Percentage o
in the City of Allentg

ousehold Income
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1,627 7.0% 1,090 6.0%
5,084 23.3% 4,481 24.6%
2,138 9.8% 2,027 11.1%
1,876 8.6% 1,635 9.0%
1,069 4.9% 819 4.5%
6,437 29.5% 5,864 32.2%
4,320 19.8% 4,367 24.0%
1,767 8.1% 1,269 7.0%
349 6% 8 1.3%
87 d 63 0.3%

10 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

as a household that pays over 30% or

Blising costs. In 2010, 34.0% (7,418 units) of
g/e cost burdened and 31.1% (5,655 units) of owner-
.7 were cost burdened.

y housing cost for renter-occupied households was $786 in
2010; and $938 in 2017. The median monthly housing cost for renter-occupied
households increased by 19.3% ($152) from 2010 to 2017.

The following table illustrates mortgage status and selected monthly renter
costs in 2010 and 2017.

Selected Monthly Renter Costs in the City of Allentown
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10 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

costs for owner-households in 2010 and
ACS and the 2013-2017 ACS.

The following tablg
2017 according to
Selected | e osts as a Percentage of Household Income
in the City of Allentown
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5,326 24.3% 5,149 21.7%
197 0.9% 212 0.9%
833 3.8% 639 2.7%

4,274 19.5% 4,298 18.1%

3,682 16.8% 3,145 13.2%
592 2.7% 392 1.7%

1,973 9.0% 1,242 5.2%

1,118 5.1% 1,511 6.4%

2,060 4% 7 16.3%

1,140 o 1,510 6.4%
767 % 1,583 6.7%

0.7% 544 2.3%

7.0% 2,542 10.7%

1 6.3% 2,124 8.9%
132 0.6% 397 1.7%
0 0.0% 21 0.1%
592 2.7% 644 27%
416 1.9% 541 2.3%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

Gross Rent as a Percentage of Household Income in the City of Allentown
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20,921 95.4% 22,555 95.0%
1,459 7.0% 2,123 9.4%
2,139 10.2% 2,331 10.3%
2,356 11.3% 2,170 9.6%
2,139 10.2% 2,378 10.5%
2,253 10.8% 1,897 8.4%
10,575 50.5 11,656 51.7%

998 85 5.3%

Source: 2006-2 013-2017 American Community Survey
HUD defines a housing cost s
more of its monthly income on SmestsTin 2010, 61.3% (12,828 units) of

In 2010, 34.0% 418 : owner-occupied households were cost
burdened whgigs /0 (12 828 units) of renter-occupied households were
cost burdeg

In 2017,
burdened whete
cost burdened.

55 units) of owner-occupied households were cost
§0.1% (13,533 units) of renter-occupied households were
Owner Costs — Bethlehem

The median monthly housing cost for owner-occupied households was $1,010
in 2010 and $1,141 in 2017. The median monthly housing cost for owner-
occupied households increased by 13.0% ($131) from 2010 to 2017.

The following table illustrates mortgage status and selected monthly owner
costs in 2010 and 2017.

Monthly Owner Costs in the City of Bethlehem
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- $1,141 2

010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

The following
2017 accgf# 2010 ACS and the 2013-2017 ACS.

Costs as a Percentage of Household Income
in the City of Bethlehem
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1,523 9.3% 1,054 7.0%
2,260 13.8% 1,665 11.1%
475 2.9% 352 2.4%
622 3.8% 315 2.1%
1,179 7.2% 998 6.7%
2,441 14.9% 1,855 12.4%
983 6.0% 691 4.6%
524 3.2% 411 2.7%
917 6% 3 5.0%
3,817 3,219 21.5%
1,458 1,532 10.2%
1,138 7.6%
549 3.7%
7,000 46.8%
5,325 35.6%
1,385 9.3%
344 290 1.9%
82 0.5% 26 0.2%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

HUD defines a housing cost burden as a household that pays over 30% or
more of its monthly income on housing costs. In 2010, 29.8% (4,881 units) of
owner-occupied units were cost burdened and 24.4% (3,644 units) of owner-

occupied households in 2017 were cost burdened.
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Renter Costs — Bethlehem

The median monthly housing cost for renter-occupied households was $821 in
2010; and $993 in 2017. The median monthly housing cost for renter-occupied
households increased by 21.0% ($172) from 2010 to 2017.

The following table illustrates mortgage status and selected monthly renter
costs in 2010 and 2017.

Selected Monthly Renter Costs in the City of Bethlehem

13,981
1,179 8.4%
1,255 9.0%
1,854 13.3%
2,693 19.3%
5,022 35.9%
1,624 10.9%
232 1.7%
222 1.6%
$821 - 993 -

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

The following table illustrates housing costs for owner-households in 2010 and
2017 according to the 2006-2010 ACS and the 2013-2017 ACS.
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Selected Monthly Renter Costs as a Percentage of Household Income
in the City of Bethlehem
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990 7.5% 1,955 14.0%
211 1.6% 500 3.6%
26 0.2% 10 0.1%
145 1.1% 250 1.8%
423 3.2% 222 1.6%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

Gross Rent as a Percentage of Household Income in the City of Bethlehem

13,509 96.6%

1,707 12.6%
12.5% 1,481 11.0%
11.5% 1,439 10.7%
15.1% 1,893 14.0%
10.3% 1,410 10.4%
41.9% 5,579 41.3%
4.3% 472 3.4%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

HUD defines a housing cost burden as a household that pays over 30% or
more of its monthly income on housing costs. In 2010, 52.2% (6,595 units) of
renter-occupied units were cost burdened and 51.7% (6,989 units) of renter-
occupied households in 2017 were cost burdened.
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In 2010, 29.8% (4,881 units) of owner-occupied households were cost
burdened whereas 52.5% (6,595 units) of renter-occupied households were
cost burdened.

In 2017, 24.4% (3,644 units) of owner-occupied households were cost
burdened whereas 51.7% (6,989 units) of renter-occupied households were
cost burdened.

Owner Costs — Easton
The median monthly housing cost for owner-occupied households was $1,104

in 2010 and $1,136 in 2017. The median monthly housing cost for owner-
occupied households increased by 2.9% ($32) from 2010 to 2017.

The following table illustrates mortgage statugg®nd selected monthly owner

costs in 2010 and 2017.

Monthly Owner Costs i

$1,104 - $1,136 -

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey
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The following table illustrates housing costs for owner-households in 2010 and
2017 according to the 2006-2010 ACS and the 2013-2017 ACS.

Monthly Owner Costs as a Percentage of Household Income
in the City of Easton

45.4%
410 9.5%
13 0.3%
5 0.3%
382 8.8%
501 11.6%
102 2.4%
128 3.0%
271 6.3%
584 13.5%
109 2.5%
160 3.7%
315 7.3%
939 21.7%
456 10.5%
344 8.0%
139 3.2%
1,876 43.4%
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1,029 22.0% 1,488 34.4%
393 8.4% 329 7.6%
94 2.0% 59 1.4%
28 0.6% 16 0.4%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

HUD defines a housing cost burden as a household that pays over 30% or
more of its monthly income on housing costs. In 2010, 39.5% (1,847 units) of
owner-occupied units were cost burdened an .0% (1,166 units) of owner-
occupied households in 2017 were cost bur

Renter Costs — Easton

The median monthly housing cost fo tafOccupied households was $795 in
2010; and $938 in 2017. The median m ly housing cost for renter-occupied
households increased by 21. 3) fr 010 to 2017.

The following table illugizates ge Status and selected monthly renter
costs in 2010 and 20

r Costs in the City of Easton
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118 2.6% 301 5.8%

9 0.2% 16 0.3%

146 3.2% 161 3.1%
$795 - $938 -

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

The following table illustrates housing costs for owner-households in 2010 and
2017 according to the 2006-2010 ACS and the 2013-2017 ACS.
Selected Monthly Renter Costs as a Percentage gffHousehold Income in the
City of Easton
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169 3.3%
871 16.8%
356 6.9%
425 8.2%
90 1.7%
769 14.8%
660 12.7%
100 1.9%
0.2%
) 0.2%
161 3.1%

10 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

ehold Income in the City of Easton
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1,683 38.6% 2,211 44.0%

192 4.2% 170 3.3%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

HUD defines a housing cost burden as a household that pays over 30% or
more of its monthly income on housing costs. In 2010, 46.9% (2,046 units) of
renter-occupied units were cost burdened and 52.8% (2,654 units) of renter-
occupied households in 2017 were cost burdened.

In 2010, 39.5% (1,847 units) of owner-occupied households were cost
burdened whereas 46.9% (2,046 units) of renter-occupied households were
cost burdened.

In 2017, 27.0% (1,166 units) of owner- ied households were cost
burdened whereas 52.8% (2,654 units) ente upied households were
cost burdened.

cupied households was $1,248
care® monthly housing cost for owner-
5.4% ($43) from 2010 to 2017.

The median monthly housing o@s
in 2010 and $1,291 in 2017.
occupied households j
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7,262 8.6% 7,528 9.2%
17,986 21.3% 18,800 23.1%
14,693 17.4% 14,860 18.2%
18,493 21.9% 17,914 22.0%
$1,248 - $1,201 -

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

The following table illustrates housing costs fi ner-households in 2010 and
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4,138 4.9% 2,592 3.2%
2,111 2.5% 2,353 2.9%
4,560 5.4% 4,237 5.2%
18,070 21.4% 15,651 19.2%
6,840 8.1% 6,459 7.9%
5,404 6.4% 4,765 5.8%
5911 7.0% 4,427 5.4%
38,674 45.8°, 43,305 53.1%
16 36.3%

10,484 12.9%

3,205 3.9%

428 0.5%

HUD def g cost burden as a household that pays over 30% or
more of its Mg ome on housing costs. In 2010, 30.3% (25,586 units) of
owner-occupie were cost burdened and 25.8% (21,056 units) of owner-
occupied househ®ids in 2017 were cost burdened.

Renter Costs — Northampton County

The median monthly housing cost for renter-occupied households was $829 in
2010; and $997 in 2017. The median monthly housing cost for renter-occupied
households increased by 21.0% ($168) from 2010 to 2017.

The following table illustrates mortgage status and selected monthly renter
costs in 2010 and 2017.
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Selected Monthly Renter Costs in Northampton County

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

The following
2017 according

Istrates housing costs for owner-households in 2010 and
e 2006-2010 ACS and the 2013-2017 ACS.

Selected Monthly Renter Costs as a Percentage of Household Income in
Northampton County
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550 2.0% 170 0.5%
990 3.6% 1,195 3.7%
6,515 23.7% 6,572 20.4%
5,855 21.3% 6,660 20.6%
330 1.2% 181 0.6%
1,457 5.3% 1,021 3.2%
4,041 14.7% 5,458 16.9%
4,536 16.5¢ 5,056 16.7%
852 1% 0 1.6%
2,282 o 1,832 5.7%
1,374 % 2,694 8.3%

> 16.0% 5,285 16.4%
8.1% 1,876 5.8%
4 6.6% 2,294 71%
385 1.4% 1,115 3.5%
2,831 10.3% 5,657 17.5%
2,282 8.3% 4,568 14.1%
495 1.8% 982 3.0%
27 0.1% 107 0.3%
275 1.0% 365 1.1%
1,539 5.6% 1,327 4.1%
Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey
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The following table illustrates the housing costs for renter-households
according to the 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey.

Gross Rent as a Percentage of Household Income in Northampton County

e: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey
HUD definag,: g cost burden as a household that pays over 30% or
more of its m8 (@"Come on housing costs. In 2010, 45.0% (12,343 units) of
renter-occupied s were cost burdened and 49.4% (15,946 units) of renter-
occupied households in 2017 were cost burdened.

In 2010, 30.3% (25,586 units) of owner-occupied households were cost
burdened whereas 45.0% (12.343 units) of renter-occupied households were
cost burdened.

In 2017, 25.8% (21,056 units) of owner-occupied households were cost
burdened whereas 49.4% (15.946 units) of renter-occupied households were
cost burdened.

The 2017 HUD Fair Market Rents and HOME Rent Limits for the Allentown,
Bethlehem, Easton, PA HUD Metro FM Area are shown in the table below.

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 129 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

FY 2017 Fair Market Rents (FMR) and HOME Rent Limits for the Allentown,
Bethlehem, Easton, PA HUD Metro FM Area

$659 $815 $1,038 $1,332 $1,431
$659 $815 $1,038 $1,219 $1,340
$642 $688 $826 $954 $1,065

Source: U.S. Department ousing and Urban Development

Fair Market Rents (FMRs) are primarily us
amounts for HUD assisted housing. The ki
the lesser of the Section 8 Fair Market
to 30% of the annual income of a fa
median income, as determined by H
is 30% of the annual income of.a family
median income, as determined
HUD’s Economic and Market %
each year using the F

income équals 65% of the area
ow HOME Rent Limit for an area
se income equals 50% of the area

The area median
data, which is apprd
expectation

t of a two-bedroom rental and within market
ge rents posted commercially exceed the area median
rent and f M@ but only by a small factor. The rental market in
Northa 5 competitive and assisted rental housing units do not
disproportiSggtely impct the market forces dictating rents in the County.

According to RealtyTrac (www.realtytrac.com) as of December 201 9, the City
of Allentown had 97 properties in some stage of foreclosure and a foreclosure
rate of 1 in every 3,396 housing units. During calendar year 2019, foreclosures
averaged 17 with a high of 28 foreclosures in January 2019 and a low of 9
foreclosures in October 2019,

Foreclosures — Bethlehem

According to RealtyTrac (www.realtytrac.com) as of December 201 9, the City
of Bethlehem had 65 properties in some stage of foreclosure and a foreclosure
rate of 1 in every 2,659 housing units. During calendar year 2019, foreclosures
averaged 13 with a high of 19 foreclosures in December 2019 and a low of 6
foreclosures in November 2019.
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Foreclosures - Easton

According to RealtyTrac (www.realtytrac.com) as of December 2019, the City
of Easton had 56 properties in some stage of foreclosure and a foreclosure rate
of 1 in every 2,326 housing units. During calendar year 2019, foreclosures
averaged 12 with a high of 18 foreclosures in February 2019 and a low of 7
foreclosures in March 2019.

Foreclosures — Northampton County

According to RealtyTrac (www.realtytrac.com) as of December 2019,
Northampton County had 109 properties in some stage of foreclosure and a
foreclosure rate of 1 in every 2,201 housing units. uring calendar year 2019,
foreclosures averaged 42 with a high of 60 fore res in December 2019 and
a low of 30 foreclosures in June 2019.

G. Household Housing Problem

Summary of Housing Needs — City o entown

From 1970 to 2000, Allentown
By comparison, Lehigk
Pennsylvania grew b
2000 to 2017 Allegt
During the same p&tg
City at 15.6%ga '

B.shrank by 2,889 persons, or 2.6%.
by 22.2% and the Commonwealth of
e same time 30-year time period. From
i@ has grown by 13,496 persons or 12.6%.
Bunty grew at a slightly higher rate than the
and county grew at rates higher than Pennsylvania,

which grey

According T
57.1% being Siagled@mily structures and 42.8% being multi-family structures.
The 2013-201 erican Survey indicates that 8.4% of housing units were
vacant. The ACS goes on to estimated 10.9% of the housing units were built
since 1990.

Of the 45,384 occupied housing units, 18,195 (40.1%) are owner occupied and
27,189 (59.9%) are renter occupied. An estimated 79.2% of householders of
these units had moved in since 2000. An estimated 65.5% of the owner-
occupied units had a mortgage.

According to the 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates,
the median monthly housing costs for mortgaged owners was $1,257, non-
mortgaged owners $534, and renters $938. An estimated 35.7% of owners with
mortgages, 22.6% of owners without mortgages, and 60.1% of renters in
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Allentown, Pennsylvania spent 30 percent or more of their household income
on housing.

Housing Problems (Households with one of the listed needs)

125 40 4 0 169 30 0 45 0 75
65 25 45 15 150 0 30 0 65
500 | 225 60 ! 5 10 35 45 170
5,035 | 1,370W10 514 | 940 | 795 | 385 | 120 | 2,240
795 75 (4¥.440 | 265 | 5375 | 280 | 835 | 1,465 | 390 | 2,970
520 0 0 0 520 50 0 0 0 50

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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Housing Problems (Households with one or more Severe Housing Problems:

Lacks kitchen or complete plumbing, severe overcrowding, severe cost burden)

50

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

455 665 965 2,085

1,770 150 165 225 540

1,850 535 545 370 1,450

3,425 180 290 320 790

12,469 1,320 1,665 1,880 4,865
Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Cost Burden Greater Than 50%
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135 945 136 220

725 245 75 1,045 350 180 145 675

1,570 365 25 1,960 155 195 45 395

5,600 1,375 104 7,079 1,040 800 385 2,225
Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Crowding (More than one persoj

54 45 222

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

The most comni®n housing problems in the City of Allentown are: a lack
of affordable housing options and long waiting lists for income-restricted
units; a high rate of households spending more than 30% of their gross
household income on housing expenses; landlord discrimination, including
discrimination against households with children and tenant-based housing
voucher holders; and a lack of ADA accessible rental housing.

Additional housing problems that were recorded in consultations and
citizen comments included handicap accessible housing, availability of senior
housing, availability of group homes or communal living arrangement
housing, housing density issues, and code compliance for housing. Lower
income households and renter households are more are more likely to be
affected by these housing problems.
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Summary of Housing Needs — City of Bethlehem

There was a 0% increase in the population of the City of Bethlehem between
the 2000 Census and 2011-2015 American Community Survey. Households
grew by 3% and household income increased by 5%.

The following Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data
provides information concerning housing costs and quality. The most recent
data set is 2011-2015 CHAS. The data set includes the City of Easton.

Housing Problems (Households with one of the listed needs

60

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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Housing Problems (Households with one or more Severe Housing Problems:
Lacks kitchen or complete plumbing, severe overcrowding, severe cost burden

60

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Cost Burden Greater n 30%

1,225 74 700 670 195 220 315 730

129 185 443 70 18 115 203
4 374 1,407 359 600 290 1,249

095 585 2,225 250 84 230 564
3,0 ,904 | 1,788 6,745 874 922 950 2,746

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Cost Burden Greater Than 50%
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390 664 224 250 95 569

920 215 50 1,185 250 35 40 325

2,460 905 128 3,493 704 408 235 1,347
Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Crowding (More than one person per,room)

0

313 0 20 10 4 34

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
ehem is the most common housing problem; 4,840
an 50% of household income on housing in Bethlehem
seholds pay more than 30% of their income for housing
are especially affecting elderly households, 0-30% AMI
‘enter households.

costs. Cost b
households, and

Summary of Housing Needs — Northampton County

There was a 12.2% increase in the population of Northampton County between
the 2000 Census and 2011-2015 American Community Survey. Households
grew by 11.2% and household income significantly increased by 34.8%.
According to the Bureau of Labor Statistics Consumer Price Index (CPI), prices
in 2017 are 12.26% higher than average prices as compared to prices in 2010.
The dollar experienced an average annual inflation rate of 1.67% during this
period. This relationship equated to a decrease in housing unit supply and an
increase in housing demand. Unfortunately, even with the increase in median
household incomes, housing became more expensive in terms of real dollars
for the average household in the County.
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The following Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data
provides information concerning housing costs and quality. The most recent
data set is 2011-2015 CHAS. The data set includes the City of Easton.

Housing Problems (Households with one of the listed needs)

300

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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Housing Problems (Households with one or more Severe Housing Problems:
Lacks kitchen or complete plumbing, severe overcrowding, severe cost burden)

6,132

591 |[2,162 | 3,304 | 1,752 | 7,809 | 562 | 3,081 | 7,765 | 6,409 | 17,817

175 0 0 0 175 | 3 0 0 0 300

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

1,693 2,949

317 98 84 346 528

2,307 1,698 | 1978 | 1,519 5,195

1,730 470 481 756 1,707

6,803 2,676 3,389 4,314 10,379
Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Cost Burden Greater Than 50%
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39 84 198

527 598 207 1,332 1,464 751 577 2,792

581 212 45 838 416 365 311 1,092

1,844 | 1,122 380 3,346 2,316 | 1,695 | 1,558 5,569

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

oom)

45 | 49 | 104

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

The largest hO@€ing problem in the Northampton County is housing
affordability. According to the 2013-2017 ACS, 60.3% of all renter households
are cost burdened by 30% or more and 31.1% of owner households with a
mortgage are cost burdened by 30% or more. Cost burdens are especially
affecting 0-30% AMI households.

Additional housing problems that were recorded in consultations and citizen
comments included handicap accessible housing, availability of senior housing,
availability of group homes or communal living arrangement housing, housing
density issues, and code compliance for housing. Lower income households
and renter households are more are more likely to be affected by these housing
problems.
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H. Racial and Ethnic Housing Problems:

City of Allentown

Housing needs disaggregated by racial and ethnic groups were analyzed to
determine if a group disproportionately experienced a housing need as
compared to the City's overall housing needs. A disproportionately greater
need was identified when a racial or ethnic group experienced a 10 percentage
points or higher than the percentage of persons in the jurisdiction as a whole.
A housing problem is defined as one of the four following housing problems: 1.
housing lacks complete kitchen facilities; 2. housing lacks complete plumbing
facilities; 3. housing has more than 1 person per room; and 4. housing cost
burden is over 30%. The following tables evaluatipg the 2011-2015 CHAS and
ACS data highlight disproportionate needs in t ity of Allentown.

0%-30% of Area Mediaz

30

85 20 0

0 0 0

0 0 0
4,190 445 269

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 141 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

30%-50% of Area Median Income

§20 0

-~ A
‘ Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
50%-808@mof Ar e

dian Income

0

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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80%-100% of Area Median Income

0

1,290 0

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

The following dispro & ater housing problems in Allentown were:
o 0%-3 WeadVed 2 come - The jurisdiction as a whole in this
[ s is experiencing one or more of the four (4) housing

! Sef eighty eight percent (88%). The only group of
Wuduals eXBeriencing one or more housing problems at a

Megory is experiencing one or more of the four (4) housing
problems at a rate of seventy nine percent (79%). No group of
individuals experiencing one or more housing problems at a
disproportionately higher rate.

* 50%-80% of Area Median Income - The jurisdiction as a whole in this
income category is experiencing one or more of the four (4) housing
problems at a rate of forty four percent (44%). Several races categories
are experiencing one or more housing problems at a disproportionately
higher rate. Specifically, Black/African American (55%), Asian (71%),
American Indian, and Alaska Native (66%).

* 80%-100% of Area Median Income - The jurisdiction as a whole in this
income category is experiencing one or more of the four (4) housing
problems at a rate of twenty two percent (22%). The only group of
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individuals experiencing one or more housing problems at a
disproportionately higher rate is Asian at a rate of 44%.

City of Bethlehem

Housing needs disaggregated by racial and ethnic groups were analyzed to
determine if a group disproportionately experienced a housing need as
compared to the City's overall housing needs. A disproportionately greater
need was identified when a racial or ethnic group experienced a 10 percentage
points or higher than the percentage of persons in the jurisdiction as a whole.
A housing problem is defined as one of the four following housing problems: 1.
housing lacks complete kitchen facilities; 2. housing lacks complete plumbing
facilities; 3. housing has more than 1 person per.room; and 4. housing cost
burden is over 30%. The following tables evalu the 2011-2015 CHAS and
ACS data highlight disproportionate needs in ity of Bethlehem.

0%-30% of Area Me

0

74 15 10

0 0 0

0 0 0
1,565 209 65

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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30%-50% of Area Median Income

0

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

0

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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80%-100% of Area Median Income

885 2,120 0
695 1,565 0
35 120 0
15 0
0 0
0 0 0
279 0

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

The following disprog ely g@ater housing problems in Bethlehem were:

e Hispanic ho dvesa disproportionally greater need in relation to
i hcompared to all other households earning between 0-

afiwhile among the general population, Hispanics make up

: .5% of the population.

I§eholds have a disproportionally greater need in relation to
housing problems compared to all other households earning between
80-100% of AMI. Approximately 78.5% of households earning between
80%-100% of Area Median Income that have one or more housing
issues are White. Meanwhile among the general population, the White
population makes up 60.1% of the population.

¢ White households have a disproportionally greater need in relation to
severe housing problems compared to all other households earning
between 80-100% of AMI. Approximately 78% of households earning
between 50%-80% of Area Median Income that have one or more
severe housing issue in Bethlehem are White. Meanwhile among the
general population the White population makes up approximately 60.1%
of population.
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Northampton County

Housing needs disaggregated by racial and ethnic groups were analyzed to
determine if a group disproportionately experienced a housing need as
compared to the County's overall housing needs. A disproportionately greater
need was identified when a racial or ethnic group experienced a 10 percentage
points or higher occurrence rate of housing problems. A housing problem is
defined as one of the four following housing problems: 1. housing lacks
complete kitchen facilities; 2. housing lacks complete plumbing facilities; 3.
housing has more than 1 person per room; and 4. housing cost burden is over
30%. The following tables evaluating the 2011-2015 CHAS and ACS data
highlight disproportionate needs in the Northampton County. The data set
includes the City of Easton.

0%-30% of Area Median |

14

4 4
0 0
0 0
0 15

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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30%-50% of Area Median Income

44 0

Q A

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
50%-808@mof Aré edian Income

i

0

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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80%-100% of Area Median Income

0

223 0

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

The racial/ethnic ho
2015 ACS was 894
American Indian Al
(0) of the r.
problems

ition of the County according to the 2011-
lack/African American, 2.2% Asian, 0.2%
¥a1Ve, 9% Pacific Islander and 9.1% Hispanic. None
Sggroups were disproportionately affected by housing

l. Racial and Housing Cost Burden:

City of Allentown

Housing needs disaggregated by racial and ethnic groups were analyzed to
determine if a group disproportionately experienced a housing need as
compared to the City's overall housing needs. A disproportionately greater
need was identified when a racial or ethnic group experienced a 10 percentage
points or higher occurrence rate of housing cost burdens. A housing cost
burden is defined as household paying over 30% of household AMI on housing
costs. The following tables evaluating the 2011-2015 CHAS and ACS data
highlight disproportionate needs in the City of Allentown. The data set includes
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the City of Easton.

Housing Cost Burden

40

160 0
0 0
0

4,620 290

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

10 Less than 30% - Approximately fifty two
Il households in City have a housing cost to income

twenty thr/€€ percent (23%) of all households in the City have a housing

cost to income ratio of between 30% and 50% and are otherwise cost

burdened. There are no racial or ethnic groups with a disproportionately
higher rate of cost burdened households in this category.

e Housing Costto Income Ratio Greater Than 50% - Approximately twenty
three percent (23%) of all households in the City have a housing cost to
income ratio of more than 50% and are otherwise severely cost
burdened. There are no racial or ethnic groups with a disproportionately
higher rate of cost burdened households in this category. It is worth
noting the Black/African American population (32% extremely cost
burdened) is just 1 percentage point from meeting the definition for a
disproportionate difference.
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City of Bethlehem

Housing needs disaggregated by racial and ethnic groups were analyzed to
determine if a group disproportionately experienced a housing need as
compared to the City's overall housing needs. A disproportionately greater
need was identified when a racial or ethnic group experienced a 10 percentage
points or higher occurrence rate of housing cost burdens. A housing cost
burden is defined as household paying over 30% of household AMI on housing
costs. The following tables evaluating the 2011-2015 CHAS and ACS data
highlight disproportionate needs in the City of Allentown.

Housing Cost Burden

0

119 10
0 0
0 0

1,610 65

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

As a City, 38% of the households in Bethlehem pay over 30% of their income
toward housing costs. Of those that are not cost-burden, 76.6% of them are
White, of all white households, the majority (68.1%) of them are not cost
burdened. The only other racial or ethnic group where the majority of
households are not cost burdened are Asian (65.4% non-cost burdened) and
American Indian and Alaska Native (81.8%). Both Hispanic (54.2%) and
Black/African American (57.5%) have a majority of households in Bethlehem
being cost burdened.

The racial breakdown of households that are cost-burdened, correlates to the
total percentage population racial cohorts in Bethlehem. Of those cost
burdened between 30-50% of their income: 62.1% are White; 5.8% are
Black/African American; 1.6% are Asian; and 28.8% are Hispanic. Of those
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cost-burdened by over 50% of their income: the percentage of White
households deceases a bit but remains the majority at 53.8%: Black/African-
American increases slightly to 7.7%; Asian increases slightly to 2.4%; and
Hispanic increases to 32.6%.

Black and Hispanic households have more households cost-burdened than not
cost-burdened in Bethlehem. With the overall Bethlehem percentage of cost
burden being 38%, and the Hispanic Cost Burden being 54.2% and the Black
/African American cost burdened rate being 57.5%. In terms of cost burden,
Black/African American and Hispanic households are disproportionately
affected.

Northampton County

determine if a group disproportionately ed a housing need as
compared to the County's overall housi . isproportionately greater
ced a 10 percentage
cost burdens. A housing cost
30% of household AMI on housing
011-2015 CHAS and ACS data
n County. The data set includes

points or higher occurrence rate ¢
burden is defined as household payin
costs. The following tables
highlight disproportionate nee
the City of Easton.

14

1,204 428 137 4
10 14 24 0
0 0 0 0
1,945 965 435 15

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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The racial/ethnic household composition of the County according to the 2011-
2015 ACS was 89.9% White, 4.1% Black/African American, 2.2% Asian, 0.2%
American Indian Alaska Native, 0.0% Pacific Islander and 9.1% Hispanic. None
(0) of the racial/ethnic groups were disproportionately affected by housing cost
burdens.

J. Segregation

The following map is a racial dot map representing one dot for every person
counted during the 2010 Census. Each dot is color-coded by the individual's
race and ethnicity. White individuals are coded as blue:; Black individuals,
green; Asian individuals, red; Hispanic individualsfforange; and all Other racial
categories are coded as brown. The map waé created by the University of
Virginia Weldon Cooper Center for Public Demographics Research
Group. The map provides a picture of may have a grouping of
non-White residents. The City of Alién igh concentration of
Hispanic individuals, as well as soutiié thtlehem. The City of Easton has a
high concentration of Hispanic and Bl individuals. The non-urban areas
have the highest concentrations,¢ dividuals.

o ﬁo

i m:‘-‘ ntfin! . 4 _ : st L 2010 Cengyfglock Data

3 & 1Dat =1 Person

& White

® Black

[ Aslan‘

3 Hispanic
r _ o w el
‘% Wihiat e | loaking at..?

1

_ Source: démographics.coopercenter.org/racial-d_ot-m_ap
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The following map calculates the diversity index per Census Tract in the Lehigh
Valley. “The diversity index is an index ranging from 0 to 87.5 that represents
the probability that two individuals, chosen at random in the given geography,
would be of different races or ethnicities between 2013-2017. Lower index
values between 0 and 20 suggest more homogeneity and higher index values
above 50 suggest more heterogeneity. Racial and ethnic diversity can be
indicative of economic and behavioral patterns. For example, racially and
ethnically homogenous areas are sometimes representative of concentrated
poverty or concentrated wealth. They could also be indicative of discriminatory
housing policies or other related barriers. Data were obtained from the Census'
American Community Survey 2013-2017 estimates and calculated by
PolicyMap.” (Source: PolicyMap.com) The urban areas have diversity indices
around and over 50, while the non-urban areas haye diversity indices between
5 and 30.

B\ DATA LAYER =

Diversity index

Year. 20132617
Vartable: Indax

Shadedby  2in Code Tabulatio...

[30)

insufficient Data
§750rkess
576-1387
13.88-28.78

[
| R
=

48,54 or m

3 -

SR

Source: www.policymaptcom/maps

The following map provides the Theil Index calculations per Census Tract in
the Lehigh Valley. “The Theil Index is an index ranging from 0 to 1 that displays
information about racial segregation. Lower index values below .20 suggest
less segregation and higher index values above .40 suggest more segregation.
The Theil Index is a measure of how evenly members of racial and ethnic
groups are distributed within a region, calculated by comparing the diversity of
all sub-regions (Census Blocks) to the region as a whole. Patterns of racial
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segregation can emerge as a result of systemic barriers and opportunities or
localized individual preferences. For example, highly segregated areas may be
indicative of discriminatory housing practices or other related barriers. Data
used in the calculation of this index were derived from the U.S. Census
Bureau's 2010 Decennial Census." (Source: PolicyMap.com) The Theil Index
for all areas of the Lehigh Valley reveal moderate levels of segregation in the
Lehigh Valley.

Theil Index

B\ DATALAYER

® Thedl index

Soumce Teasus & Podctiaz

Year 290

Variable: Index

Shadedby.  Coumy. 2010

Insufficient Data
‘ 03007 fess
0.81-836
037-0.42
0.43.8.5C
0.51 o1 more

WWas
.

(B

X
I‘-‘P
=
i
\5

4 :
Source: www.policymap.com/maps

v

HUD defines a racially/ethnically concentrated area of poverty (R/ECAP) as a
census tract where the number of families in poverty is equal to or greater than
40% percent of all families, or an overall family poverty rate equal to or greater
than three times the metropolitan poverty rate, and a non-white population,
measured at greater than 50 percent of the population. The following CTs are
identified by HUD as R/ECAP:

CT 000400 Alientown
CT 000500 Allentown
CT 000800 Allentown
CT 000900 Allentown
CT 001000 Allentown
CT 001200 Allentown
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CT 001401 Allentown
CT 001600 Allentown
CT 001800 Allentown
CT 009600 Allentown
CT 009700 Allentown
CT 010500 Bethlehem
CT 011000 Bethlehem
CT 011200 Bethlehem
CT 014300 Easton

K. Data on Disability

Allentown

The following table includes the 2013-
individuals with disabilities in the Cj
persons with disabilities in the Cit
persons which represents 18.3
largest disability types are
difficulty is defined as deaf or h
difficulty is defined as blind o
wearing glasses (D y

physical, mental,
concentrating, or

Total Civilian Population

115,455

ACS e

ates for the number of
e total population of

117,844

own is estimated to be 21,511
al population of the City. The two
mbulatory difficulties. A hearing

g ious difficulty seeing, even when
ive difficulty is defined as because of a
roblem, having difficulty remembering,
(DREM). An ambulatory difficulty is defined
Ity walking or climbing stairs (DPHY). A self-care
g difficulty bathing or dressing (DDRS).

Total Population with a disability

19,509

21,511

18.3%

Population under 5 years 228 2.2% 63 0.7%
With a hearing difficulty 209 2.0% 45 0.5%
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With a vision difficulty

Population 5 to 17 years 2,365 10.8% 3,217 14.1%
With a hearing difficulty 140 0.6% 205 0.9%
With a vision difficulty 547 2.5% 506 2.2%
With a cognitive difficulty 1,833 8.4% 2,737 12.0%
With an ambulatory difficulty 130 0.6% 420 1.8%
With a self-care difficulty 221 1,8% 443 1.9%
Population 18 to 64 years 11,19 13,025 34.7%
With a hearing difficulty 1,821 2,042 2.8%
With a vision difficulty 2 887 4.1% 3,266 4.5%
With a cognitive difficulty 5711 8.1% 7,113 9.8%
With an ambulatory gifficuity o83 7.7% 5,323 7.3%
With a self-care difficulty 1,628 2.3% 2,100 2.9%

With an independent living
difficulty

2,923

4.2%

3,435

4.7%

Population 65 years and over 5,725 44.2% 2,091 29.3%

With a hearing difficulty 1,900 14.7% 1,869 14.2%

With a vision difficulty 1,269 9.8% 1,253 9.5%

With a cognitive difficulty 1,209 9.3% 1,753 13.3%
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With an ambulatory difficulty

3,616

27.9%

3,224

24.4%

With a self-care difficulty

1,003

7.7%

1,139

8.6%

With an independent living
difficulty

2,266

17.5%

2,074

15.7%

White alone 13,330 19.2%
Black or African American alone 2,493 16.8%8 16.3%
American Indian and Alaska

Native alone 0 52 9.4%
Asian alone 178 312 12.2%
Native Hawaiian and Other

Pacific Islander alone 0.0% 23 22.5%
Some other race alone 3,632 19.8% 4,217 18.3%
Two or more races 8 16.8% 874 16.0%
White alone, not Hi ic or o o
Latino 9,089 17.1% 7,898 19.8%
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 7,998 17.3% 10,732 17.8%

Bethlehem

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013 — 2017 American Community Survey

The following table includes the 2013-2017 ACS estimates for the number of
individuals with disabilities in the City of Bethlehem. The total population of
persons with disabilities in the City of Bethiehem is estimated to be 10,472
persons which represents 14.1% of the total population of the City. The two
largest disability types are cognitive and ambulatory difficulties. A hearing
difficulty is defined as deaf or having serious difficulty hearing (DEAR). A vision
difficulty is defined as blind or having serious difficulty seeing, even when
wearing glasses (DEYE). A cognitive difficulty is defined as because of a
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physical, mental, or emotional problem, having difficulty remembering,
concentrating, or making decisions (DREM). An ambulatory difficulty is defined
as having serious difficulty walking or climbing stairs (DPHY). A self-care
difficulty is defined as having difficulty bathing or dressing (DDRS).

Persons with Disabilities in the City of Bethlehem

Total Civilian Population

Total Population with a disability

Population under 5 years

With a hearing difficulty 12 0 0.0%

With a vision difficulty

Population 5 to 17 ye

With a hearing difficult 0.5% 16 0.2%
With a vision difficulty 177 1.6% 131 1.3%
With a cognitive difficulty 670 6.2% 895 9.2%
With an ambulatory difficulty 77 0.7% 103 1.1%
With a self-care difficulty

Population 18 to 64 years 4,705 5,808 23.1%
With a hearing difficulty 953 2.0% 793 1.6%
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With a vision difficuity 830 1.7% 1,046 2.1%
With a cognitive difficulty 2,061 4.3% 3,074 6.2%
With an ambulatory difficulty 224 4.6% 2,836 5.8%
With a self-care difficulty 742 1.5% 1,042 2.1%

With an independent living
difficulty

Population 65 years and over

1,487

3.1%

With a hearing difficulty

2,193

4.5%

With a vision difficuity

With a cognitive difficulty 817

With an ambulatory difficulty 2,279

With a self-care difficulty

With an independent living

difficulty 030
Male 3,876

7.3%

812 7.4%

b 2,121 19.2%
7.5% 699 6.3%
18.4% 1,612 13.7%
11.1% 4,761 13.1%

Female

White alone

Black or African American alone 545 10.5% 702 13.4%

American Indian and Alaska N

Native alone 0 0.0% 92 34.5%

Asian alone 0 0.0% 130 5.9%
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Native Hawaiian and Other

Pacific Islander alone 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Some other race alone 1,200 20.3% 772 18.6%
Two or more races 324 16.0% 540 13.4%
Wh_ite alone, not Hispanic or 6,158 12 5% 5,971 13.4%
Latino

Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 2,780 15.5% 3,561 16.7%

Source: 2006-2010 and 20132017 American Community Survey

Easton
The following table includes the 2013-2017 stimates for the number of
individuals with disabilities in the City of E ; tal population of persons

with disabilities in the City of Easton i
represents 12.8% of the total populad
types are cognitive and ambulatory di
deaf or having serious difficulty earmg
blind or having serious difficuf

A cognitive difficulty is defined 8
problem, having difficulf
(DREM). An ambula

City. The two largest disability
LA hearlng difficulty is defined as
R). A vision difficulty is defined as
when wearing glasses (DEYE).
B.01 a physical, mental, or emotional
#8TIng, concentrating, or making decisions

ulty def’ ned as having serious difficulty walking
elf-G@re difficulty is defined as having difficulty

Total Civilian Population

Total Population with a disability

Population under 5 years 0 0.0% 3.8%
With a hearing difficulty 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
With a vision difficulty 0 0.0% 52 3.8%
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Population 18 to 64 years

With a hearing difficulty

With a vision difficulty

With a cognitive difficulty

With an ambulatory difficult

With a self-care diffi

With an independent livi
difficulty

Population 5 to 17 years 526 12.8% 242 5.8%
With a hearing difficulty 83 2.0% 0 0.0%
With a vision difficulty - 0 0.0% 52 3.8%
With a cognitive difficulty 512 12.5% 214 5.2%
With an ambulatory difficulty 26 0.6% 6 0.1%
With a self-care difficulty 26 0.6% 0.6%

272 160 0.9%
306 1.7%

6.6% 9208 5.2%

8.1% 1,028 5.9%

1.7% 260 1.5%

720

4.3%

621

3.5%

Population 65 years and over 1,090 45.4% 1,166 79.7%

With a hearing difficulty 318 13.2% 320 10.3%

With a vision difficulty 297 12.4% 211 6.8%

With a cognitive difficulty 335 13.9% 335 10.8%

With an ambulatory difficulty 680 28.3% 859 27.7%
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With a self-care difficulty 292 12.2% 348 11.2%
With an independent living
difficulty 595 24.8% 641 20.7%

White alone

13.7%

Black or African American alone 567 655 14.3%
American Indian and Alaska g
Native alone 0 1.8%
Asian alone 0] 2.4%
Native Hawaiian and Other
Pacific Islander alone 0 0.0%
Some other race alone 0.0% 118 9.7%
Two or more races 0.0% 204 10.8%
‘L’V“.‘te alone, not Hispa 30 19.9% 2,180 14.8%
atino
Hispanic or Latino (of an 798 18.1% 577 10.0%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013—-2017 American Community Survey

Northampton County

The following table includes the 2013-2017 ACS estimates for the number of
individuals with disabilities in Northampton County. The total population of
persons with disabilities in Northampton County is estimated to be 37,083
persons which represents 12.4 percent of the total population of the County.
The two largest disability types are cognitive and ambulatory difficulties. A
hearing difficulty is defined as deaf or having serious difficulty hearing (DEAR).
A vision difficulty is defined as blind or having serious difficulty seeing, even
when wearing glasses (DEYE). A cognitive difficulty is defined as because of a
physical, mental, or emotional problem, having difficulty remembering,
concentrating, or making decisions (DREM). An ambulatory difficulty is defined
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as having serious difficulty walking or climbing stairs (DPHY). A self-care
difficulty is defined as having difficulty bathing or dressing (DDRS).

Persons with Disabilities in Northampton County

Total Civilian Population 292 025 298,131
Total Population with a disability 35,103 37,083 12.4%
Population under 5 years
With a hearing difficulty 12 67 0.4%
With a vision difficulty 18 110 0.7%
Population 5 to 17 years ,297 6.7% 2,886 6.2%
With a hearing diffic 0 0.8% 181 0.4%
With a vision difficulty 202 0.4% 395 0.9%
With a cognitive difficulty 2,782 5.7% 2,474 5.3%
With an ambulatory difficulty 207 0.4% 260 0.6%
With a self-care difficulty 416 0.8% 489 1.1%
Population 18 to 64 years 16,170 8.8% 17,336 17.2%
With a hearing difficulty 3,281 1.8% 2,909 1.6%
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With a vision difficulty 2,580 1.4% 2,930 1.6%
With a cognitive difficulty 6,392 3.5% 7,627 4.1%
With an ambulatory difficulty 8,022 4.4% 8,407 4.5%
With a self-care difficulty 2,656 1.5% 2,735 1.5%

With an independent living
difficulty

Population 65 years and over

5,369

2.9%

With a hearing difficulty

5,810

3.1%

With a vision difficulty

With a cognitive difficulty

With an ambulatory difficulty 9,487 10,503 20.4%
With a self-care difficulty 387 7.3% 3,641 7.1%
With an independent living o
difficuty 147 16.3% 7,613 14.8%
Male 15,450 10.8% 17,208 11.7%
Female 19,653 13.1% 19,875 13.1%
White alone 31,385 12.3% 32,571 12.7%
Black or African American alone 1,393 9.9% 2,003 12.6%
American Indian and Alaska
Native alone 121 21.4% 151 13.7%
Asian alone 286 3.9% 496 6.0%
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Native Hawaiian and Qther

Pacific Islander alone 0 0.0% 14 26.4%
Some other race alone 1,326 14.6% 827 13.2%
Two or more races 592 10.0% 1,021 10.6%
White alone, not Hispanic or

Latino 29,242 12.3% 29,402 12.7%
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 4,119 13.9% 4,987 13.4%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey
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